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.Ursi Departmen’t of’Justice-M 




Federal Bureau of Investigation 


la Reply. Please Refer to 
File No. ! 


Chicago, Illinois 60604 
February. 12^992 


UNKNOWN SUBJECT(S); 
COMMANDER JON'G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICERS, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
CHICAGO. ILLINOIS: 

V VICTIM 


b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 


____I telephone 

I advised that her group has received complaints 
regarding acts of torture by Chicago Police Officers, 
specifically in Area 2, where the victims alleged that they were 
coerced into confessing to crimes they did or did not commit. 

^ I_I advise d that inP I 

victim was arrested and I _ I bv Area 2 

Detectives regarding! I_ 


b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 


thatI this case was scheduled for hearings in 

therefore, she will recontacti |for Ah Ubdat6 Ahd Cry to 

persuade|them to contact the F EDERAL BU REAU OF INVESTIGATION 
(FBI). Along these,same linesJ|stated that she will check 
her ^iles for additional cases in which the victims alleged their 
confessions Were coerced. 

I _ 

_ ‘ On February 5. 1992.1 I -2,-5 

I Suite b7C -2,-5 

I telephone l I advised 

that the Appellate Division has no recordkeeping ability that 
would allow information to be readily retrieved regarding victims 
who alle ged that their confessions Were coerced b v Chicago Po lice 
Qfficftrg . l [ advised that one of their clients | 

advised that his confession was coerced. However, he will 
need.some time to compile a list of additional clients who 
alleged that their confessions were obtained through torture and 
other forms of coercion by Chicago Police Officers. 


3 -f Bureau 


14 USA,Chicago (Attn: AUS2 
(^-f Chicago 


\2j-, Chicago 
JLS/cjy 

(6), Cd 


b6 -3 
b7C -3 


document ^tains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the fSI- It is the property of the f8I and is loaned to 
your agency; it and Its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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UNKNOWN SUBJECT(S); 
COMMANDER JON G. BURGE 


On February 7, 1992, 


OFFICE OF PROFES SIONAL STANDARD S. CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT 


(CPD ), telephone 


Investigator, 


b6 - 
b7C 


2,-4,-5 
-2,-4,-5 


advised that the City Police Board 


hearings regarding BURGE and two other CPD Detectives were moved 
from] police headquarters to the Everett MeKinl e|V-nirksen Fedei ;-al 

and 


Building[for security reasons. She stated tha 
other incarcerated Witnesses had voiced some concerns about the 
hearings[being held in a police environment. She also stated 
that]there Were some concerns of Wardens about the escape risk of 
their prisoners. 


I 
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^ (Mount Clipp ing in Sp$c^ 8otow) _ 

Report cites 12 

' years of S. Side 
cop brutality 


By Charles Nicodemus 

* St5^f Writer ’ 

* A long-suppres^ Police Deport¬ 
ment report says crime suspects were 
‘‘systematically” brutalized at Area 2 
detective headquarters for 12 years 
and that “particular” top commanders 
there knew of the abuses. 

The October, 1990, study of 50 al¬ 
leged abuse victims by an im'estigator ’ 
for the department's civilian-staffed * 
Office of Professional Standards was 
ordered released Friday by U.S. Dis¬ 
trict Judge Milton I. Shadur in con¬ 
nection with a police brutality suit. 

Police Supt. LeRoy Martin, who 
commanded the Far South Side head¬ 
quarters for nine months during the 
1974-to-19S6 period studied, attacked 
the report prepared by investigator 
Michael Goldston, • 

•TThe methodolc^ used for the re¬ 
port 5$ flawed and unsubstantiated, 
bringing into serious question the 

cr^ibility of its conclusions,” Martin 
said. 

He said a prclimin^y review' of the 
report by the Washington^based Po¬ 
lice Foundation found that because of 
“gaps in the data” and other “incon¬ 
sistencies,” the material does “not 
nece^rily support investigator Gold- 
.ston’s conclusion” of systematic abuse. 

M for the all^ation that certain 
unidentified Area 2 commanders were 
aware of the abuse of suspects, Martin 
said, “It's a lie, an outright lie. Who¬ 
ever said that do^n’t know what 
they're talking about,” 

Mayor Daley a!^ lashed out at the 
report, saying its conclusions were 
“too broad” and were based in part on 
“allegations still under investigation.” 

Daley, state’s attorney during part 
of the period studied, has been ac- 
j cused by critics of failing to investi¬ 
gate allegations of police misconduct. 

Release of the Goldston report 
comes three days before the opening 


of civilian Police Board hearings on 
Offipe of Professional Standards bru¬ 
tality charges against Cmdr. Jon 
Burge and tw»o of his detectives. Burge 
formerly headed the Area 2 violent 
crimes unit, and the Goldston study 
was included in the OPS investigation 
of him. 

The hearings starting Monday will 
probe allegations by convicted cop 
killer Andrew Wilson that Burge and 
Detective John Yucaitis tortur^ him 
to obtain confession in February, 
J9S2, and that Detective Patrick 
O’Hara was awiire of the torture and 
failed to report it. 

Release of the Goldston report w'as 
forced Friday by attorney Flint Tay- 
^lor. He represented Wilson in two 
unsuccessful federal damage suits 
against Burge and was researching an 
unrelated brutality case when the 
Goldston report came to light, 

Taylor said Martin “sat on”^ the 
Goldston report for 15 months. 


(ir^cate page.^name of PAGE 4 
newspaper, city an<j state.) 
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I ' By Charles Nicodemus 

j Staff Wr^ 

, Lite ^ ticking lime bomb, the 
. “Goldston repoiC’ ^hich charged 
longtime police brutality at Area 2 
detective headquarters, lay sealed in 
VS. District Court files for months,, 
Friday, it exploded into view—\\ith 
Police Supt. LeRoy Martin expressing 
outrage at i;$ charge that ^‘systematic’' 
abuses were condoned by commanders 
at Area 2, which Martin once headed. 

The report cited -cases in which 
police allegedly gave electrical shocks 
to. prisoners by attaching alligator 
clips to various p;iTls of their bedies, 
the current being generated by a de¬ 
vice resembling a hand-crank tele¬ 
phone box. Other alleged torture in¬ 
clude a praaice Juiow-n as •‘bagging” 
in which a plastic bag would be tied 
around the neck of a suspect, leading 
the prisoner to believe he w-as going to 
suffocate. In some cases, the prisoner 
pa$s^ out, the report said. 

The report also anger^ Mayor Da¬ 
ley and focused further attention on 
tomorrow's opening of {x>lice brutality 
heanngs for former Cmdr. don Burge 
and tv^-o other officers. 

After the I^ng-secret study wa$ 
made public Friday in federal court, 
Daley’s and Martin’s criticisms raised 
serious questions about its validity, 
Sut Vv’batCA'er the reports merits, 
Daley's reaction—<»ndemning the re¬ 
port as breiad” and its changes a? 
“umubstantiated’’—seemed ironic.* 
The 160-page statistical study and 
analysis was wruten by Michael Gold- 
sten^ an investigator for the Office of 
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POLICE BRUTALITY STUDY 
KEPT SEALED FOR MONTHS 

^Chsfss^: 

i 

= 


j Indexing’ 


Frofessional Standards, the Police De- 
jMrtment's civilian-ataffed unit cre¬ 
ated to. investigate allegatioi>s of bru¬ 
tality. 

The agency is headed by Gayle 
Shines, whom Daley named to the job 
in May, 1990, to toughen up the 
much-criticized agency. 

Shines supervised the Goldston 
study of 50 allegations of police bru¬ 
tality at Area 2 between 1974 and 
19SG, Shines‘^nt it to Martin on Nov. 
2. 19SO, calling it a ”mastcrful joli” 
whose “conclu^ons are compelling,” 

At the same time. Shines also gsve ■ 
Martin another report, by investigator 
Franc*ine Sanders, It dealt ozdy with . 
convicted cop-killer Andrew Wilson’s * 
contention that his confession had 
been extracted through torture by 
Burge and his detectiv-es- 
One year later, Martin used the 
Sanders report bs the basis for his 
rwmmendation to the Police Board 
that Burge and tw’o detectives, John 
Vuc^itis and Patrick O'Hara, be fired. 
But the Goldston report never was 
publicized. 

Attorney Flint Taylor, who forced 
its disclosure last week, contends that 
Martin “Covered up the report’ be*, 
cause Martin was *Area 2 detective 
commander for nine mouths in 1933, 
Martin retorted that anyone who 
said any Area 2 commmider hod con¬ 
doned brutality was lying, Ke said he 
had kept the Goldston report secret 
because^ he believed Goid.<.ton’$ meth¬ 
ods and findings were flawed. 

To get an “independent”evraluaiion, 
saS',3i^:?Mrftacled the Police 
Foundatfoh, a Washington, D.C,^ba<ed 


SuOmrttng 0":ce, 


CHICAGO 


“think lanV* staffed by former police 
officials, in October, 1991, 

Taylor on Friday called the action 
“unprecedented” and said the founda¬ 
tion was not “independent.” 

Taylor, an attorney with t!ie Peo¬ 
ple's Law* Office and ^a crusader 
agahtst police brutality, Iwned of the 
report last year while preparing for 
the trial of an unrelatrf brutality 
lawsuit. The city provided a copy Only 
on the condition that it remain secret. 

U.S, District Judge Milton Shadur 
unsealed the report Friday, 

Martin then revealed a preliminary 
response from the Police Foundation, 
which questioned the report’s conclu¬ 
sions. - ' I 

Correspondence between Martin 
and the Police Foundation, released 
later Friday by Martin to discredit the 
Goldston report, also reveals Burge 
was the target of 51 percent of the 
abuse charges from the 50 alleged 
victims who figured In the OPS study. 

William Kunkle, Burge’s attorney, 
called the report ’.‘garbage^ and 
str.essed tl^t it was inadmissible in 
the upcoming hearing 
Taylor not^ that tickets for a fund¬ 
raiser to help pav the accused officers’ 
legal bills are being sold in district 
police stations. Said Taylor: 

“On the one hand, we have a PoUce 
Department report detailing systemat¬ 
ic police brutality, and on the other 
band, police are peddling tickets in 
police stations in an attempt to help 
keep officers aecttsed of brutality On 
the fc»rc<v , ; 

“I,x>oks like we have South African- 
jtyi^ police repression in Chicago,’; 

19-cv-4048(FBI)-50t 
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by Scott Burnham ■ hours of tntem^ti<»fonowiogbis 

^^ 'AndreW- WitoL 
testijQe^'.^ooday he .was beaten 

and. 5 u£fowted lJ«™g 

b^l^'Moi^y hTreview; 

dismissal charges against'i^^ 3' 
i'CwaioaaJef^oh'^&f^'SSS two 
'^det^vST^lhe/ tla«e"3&en&nts 
* were''jS^^eSed‘fromTbe 
'withiS6i’iiay,’’laist *Na^^ 
aure‘*05w’lB^tu)^T& r^in'llieir, 

iSjtjg* 'l-ftla VOat «iEtjW& S j 

• altfe 

.'^^ai^'^in jto^Pj^ac- 

bearing dii^ Be^and! 

to-'^dra'fiortifjnnir'b^'l&l 
’‘tt^’Jijvetmgl iSccSSht^of ^ej 
1mS£;>3s 

^^e^admuusSoi^ toatrad a { 

iCTc«^E^the P<^: 
Dteartmfflf ali^ fi» toSiSe 


TiOe: Cop Killer Testifies 
To Jail Torture 
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Accuses' commander/ 2 detectives 


(contfauedfrompage 1) his eare by ruW^rg thra oa his 


the r^ult, ,o{the ;department’s 
frifitrafioh over the d^ths of tlaw 
officere ’that same ’week/ Wilson 
claims Burge told him his ‘Repu¬ 
tation was at stake.’’; ■; ’ 

-At one point, following an alleg- 
^ gruesome beating at Area 2 
detwtive headquarters, Wilson 
claimed Burge entered a room 
alone and damored,“Furi Time!” 
In,the company of another officer, 
Burge allegedly’’handcuffed 
Wilson’s bands to a waD while 
Wilson.knelt in front of a radiator. , 

After clamping the’electrodes 
attached to a blade box to his 
small fingers, Burge cranked the 
hand generator, causing an elec¬ 
tronic curr^t to surge through 
Wilson’s bod,” he alleged. 

“He kept cranking it,” rolled 
Wilson nonchalantly while' 
demonstrating on his knees. “It 
made my teeth grind together. I 
was hollering for help but he didn’t 
have to stop because I couldn’t (get 
the clamps) off.” 

Wilson contends the box was us¬ 
ed with limited success two other 
times but he was able to knee an 
officer in the groin and another 
time release the electrodes from 


shoulders’ Prior to thd^’ allied 
attacks, Wil^ accused another 
officer of attempting to suffocate 
him’^th a garbage bag. 

According to Wpson’s testimony, 
moments _ later,Burge torto^ 
Km ,with"a‘ foot-long cattle 
wKch resembled a cmling iron 
i«th a wire j^otruding'frpm one 
end. ! i ‘ _ , ■ 

While remain!^' cuffed in front 
of 'the radiator,'‘Wdson claimed 
Burge “ruWo^f^ around my legs 
up and down've^ slowly (about’ 
three'or four tim^l.'It was tingl¬ 
ing (feeling.) On the last pass, he 
jabbed it into the center of my 
back. (The inapact) slammed me' 
Sntotheg^.M.'-/-; ' . 

Wilson theajb^an regur^tating 
blood and the.torture momentarily 
stopped, he all^^. ' ■ 

When Burge ' confronted him 
again hours lat^ at anoth« loca¬ 
tion, Wilson said the li^tenant 
“was playing wth’his gun in my 
mouth clicki^ it back and forth. I 
agreed to make a statement to 
keep from getting shot,” he claim- 
ed. • 

During the testimony, Wlson," 
dressed in blue jacket and ^n, 


Burge report^y'cracked .smi^' 
at his fellow' defendants, "John 
Yucaitis and Patrick O’Hara, and 
shook Ks head in disbelief. 

A plethora of spectators fped in¬ 
to the packed courtroom passing 
through two metal delators and 
band searches of all ba^. Several 
police officers sat ■with thebroth'^’ 
of William Fahey, one of the of¬ 
ficers whom Wilson was’convicted 
of killing. Members of anti-police 
brutality groups were also in at- 
tendence. ' 

■ Despite the grapKc testimony, 
Wilson, many times, appeared 
coiifus^ and uncertain about his 
account as evidenced by niistakea- 
ly identifying officers. The defen¬ 
dant's attorney, William' Kunkle,> 
will most likely capitalize on the^ 
inconsistencies in the days to_ 
come. ‘ 

Officer John Dineen president of 
the Fraternal Order of Police, ^id 
late Monday Wilson’s story has 
changed dramatically throughout 
the years and that the word of a 
convicted killer is less than con- 
viiscicg. 

Throughout the decade-long in¬ 
vestigation, the officers have 
maintained their innocence and 
were acquitted by two civil juries. 
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By Sfiarhi^ Stein. . 

'Tcn‘^''^ii after his arrest for, 
•the kiUing of two police officers, i 
■Andrew Wilson lifted his shirt 
.Monday and displayed to a 
packed courtroom the scars he 
says he suffered while beii^ tor- 
turrf by thr« Chicago polxe of¬ 
ficers. 

Wilson was the first witness 
Monday in»the first day of 
hearings before the Police Board, • 
whidi may hear four to six weeks’ 
of testimony. 

The city is seeldng for Ae first 
time, through this administrative 
proewing, to dismiss Cmdr. Jon 
Burge, Detective John A. Yu- 
cailis and Detective Patrick J. 
O’Hara, the officers accuS«J of. 
torturing Wilson. 

The officers, all of whom were 
present at the hearing, deny the 
charges^ which have not been 
prov’OT in two federal court cases 
and a previous police investiga¬ 
tion, , 

Burge, Yucaitis and O’Hara 
have been suspended since No¬ 
vember. If the charges are 
sustained, Burge would be the 
highest-ranking Chicago police 
official to be dismissed in 20 
years. , . > 

Andrew Wilson and his, 
brother, Jackie, were convicted of, 
the murders and are set^ng life 
sentences without parole.’ _ /I 

“The question is, why did this! 
happen?!; said city attorney June' 
.'■Ghezzi, in an opening statement. 
“It happened for two reasons. He 
’was just arrested for the murder 
of two’ Chicago police officers, 
and there‘had been three deaths 
of police officers over one week. 

“The first purpose was to .ex¬ 
tract a confession,” Ghmi said. 
“The second was to extract a 
pound of flesh, to punish him be¬ 
cause the officers were so upset 
about the murder of the police 
officers.” 

William Kunkle Jr., one of the 
lawyers for the t^ee accused offi- 
cers,'reserved his opening state¬ 
ment for a later time. 

' But in afternoon cross-exami- 
• --*• " _ • See'Police, pg. 8 
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ConHnu'Srfrom p^gt l 

nation of Wilson, KunWe insisted 
upon .delving into Wilson’.s 
whereaisouts and aic'tivjties from ''';. 
F^. 9, 1982, whra the police ofiS- ,/ 
cers'were murdered, and Feb. 14,“^ 
1982,'when"Wilson'arrested at Jj!; 
a' South Side apartment. ^ 

Kunkle insisted that during those 
days Wilson had time to learn 
froni'other"pwple what the police 
knew about his involvem^t m fte «. 
shootings of tiie officers and there- 
fore now’ to plan his, later 
statements of torture' when he vm 
arrested.' ' ■ ' 

Although Wilson took . the. 5th 
Amendment and refused.to answer 
many of the questions at the advi<« "* 
of an attorney representing him in , 
a criminal appeal, Kunkle said he 
expected to “utilize the right of 
negative inference* r^arding Wil¬ 
son’s refusal to anSwCT. 

Hearing Officer Michael Berland 
granted the request. 

Wilson, who was permitted at 
the city’s request to testify without 
wearing handcuffs or manacles, de- ^ 
tailed in a low-key voice the' 
beatings, electrical shocks and 
choking he "said he 'suffCTed at the 
hands of Burge and others follow¬ 
ing his arrest at 5:15 a.m. that Feb. 
14. 

Burge and the other two officers 
kept a steady e\e on Wilson and 
occasionally looked at each other ‘ 
during his testimony. ‘ , .. 

Frequently Spun<fing irritated by 
the questions, Wilson described 
how he was taken by pofice officers 
to' a secorid-floor room at the old 
Burnside Area detective headquar¬ 
ters at 9059 S. CotU^e Grove Ave. 
There,-he ^d, Yucaitis, among 



'Jon Burge and two other offi¬ 
cers face dismissal if charges of 
torture are sustained. , 

him onto the floor. He said an offi¬ 
cer placed a plastic garage bag 
over his head until he bit a hole 
through it, and then_ threw him 
against a window, cau^ng the glass 
.-to shatter. ’j* 

',When Burge entered thc room 
during some of the beatirig, WlSon 
testified, he (Burgel rtseryed what 
was happening, “He ssud if it had 
been him, he wouldn’t have messed 
:.my face up, he wouldn’t damage 
me where it would be noticed,” 
Wilson said. 

Later, Wilson said, first Yur^tis 
and later Bulge shocked, him with a 
..*T)lack box* by attaching ^ps to 
his ear and nostril and cranking the 
.box to produce ah dectrical cur¬ 
rent. The shock was so great in the 
first session, Witson said, that he 
.“kneed” Yucaitis, who then 
punched him in the mouffi. 


others, “started beating me up, hit-. . -.He said Yu^caitis continued 
ting'ihe,'kicking me, slapping me, tcranlang the box Md sacking 
basically just bating tip on me.*. him, but Wilsons shouts brov^t 
Wilson said officers hit him' with attention to the room and the 

their fists, kicked him,'dragged him'j-^use stopp^ ,. _ ' ‘ , 

around the room, and knocked Later, Wilson ^d, Burge took 


him to' a serohd robin. Producing 
the brown paper .bag containing the 
eletif^ device', .Wilson said Burge 
announced it'was “fuh'linie,* and 
then attach^, the to his cars. 

• .^^When'Wjson'v^'able tb nudge 
,off the' dips on his care by lowering 

.T^his diin against his shbulded Wil¬ 
lson said, Burge stretched him 
‘’acrdre'thc radiator in the room, 
handcuffed him-in place arid rc-at- 
•■tached the clamps to his little 

• fingers. . 

.“I was hollering for help,” W>1- 

• sdn said. “1 think.I..spit some 
‘ blood out, and he stopped.” 

Wilson also 'tretified that when 
^h'e.was later transported to 
Wentworth Area headquarters, 
.where he was urged to make a 
.Statement, he was left alone in a 
room with Burge., 

“He had his gun inside my 
mouth, and he was clicking it back 
and forth, oocking it,” Wilson said. 
“He told me that if I gave a state¬ 
ment, what happened earlier 
wouldn't reodair.” 

In his initial cross-examination, 
Kunkle, asked Wilson whether any 
of the officers had questioried him 
about the lolling of the police offi¬ 
cers, to which Wilson said no. 
Kunkle then tried to ascertain 
where Wilson slept on the nights 
before his arrest, whether he was 
worried about anything and other 
questions related to Wilson’s: 
whereabouts and state of nund. 

“I am arguiM that what hap¬ 
pened tetween Fro. 9 and Fd). 14 
re important to the credibility of 
Wilson’s account ofi^at happened 
at the police statioiis bii F«>. 14, 
Kunkle said. 

An internal Police Departrnent 
report rdeased Friday by a federal 
court judge diarges that “systemat¬ 
ic tortur^ .was, perpetrated by at 
least ’ seven police officers .^at the 
South' Side police 'station from 
1973.to 1986 and that police 
supervisors .in the Burnside Arw 
knew about, and condoned the 
abuse. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Dite of trenseriptioo 


2/28/92 


_I telephone number |_|was contacted at the above 

location and advised of the identity of the Special Agents. 


The Agents then served|_ 
Federal Grand Jury Su bpeona, date< 
Subpeona directed theP 




rith a 
I The 




b3 -1 
b6 -2 
b7C 


Subpeona was requesting and thatl___ 1 1 

the United States Attorney's Office, Northern District of 
Illinois, to the attention of Assistant United States Attorney 


A copy of the Return of Service Subpeona has been 
placed in a JLA evidence envelope (FD-340) for this file. 


Investisatiott on 2/27/92 


« Chicago, Illinois 




_Ffle # 44A-CG-78234 1 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of traaseiiptioa 


3/4/92 


I 


r 


1 advised thatf 


1 'I'e ietoh6h6 NUftPap-f 
n an inmate at| 
iaividui 


b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 


may be an individual the FEDERAL BUREAU 


Of iNVEbTiOATiON (FBI) dduld contact regarding his alleged 
coerced confession in 1986. 

~ladvised thatf 


I 


^alleged that his civil 


b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 


rights were violated when he was arrested an beaten by Chicago 
Police Officers at Police H eadcruarters. 1100 South State Street. 
She advised that| I asked to testify at the current the 

JON BURGE Police Board hearing, but was not allowed. 


b6 -2,-5,-6 
b7C -2,-5,-6 


1 advised that attorney 


3 


_, is representing 

may be reached througn 


ir% 


Number: 

However , 

Superintendent at MCC, Telephone Number: 


Telephone 
I^VtVh jis appeal. 
JZnit 


advised that the 


who 

alleges poxi.ce orutalitv bv Chicago Police officers has postpone 


I 


I She advised that the 





before.f 


believes the[ 



b6 -5 
b7C -5 


lavcstigatioa oa 3/2/92 

hy SA 


«i Chicago. Illinois 


Ffle# 44A~CG-78234 


-Vd> 




^Datc dictated 3/3/92 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


document centaia? aeither recoiaiaeadatioaj aor coachsions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI aad is loaaed to yoar ageacy: 
it aad its coateats are act to be distributed outside your ageacy. 19-CV-4(M8(FBI)-518 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OP INVESTIGATION 


Dateof treascriptica 2/XO/92 


b3 -1 

b6 -1, -4, -5 
b7C -1, -4, -5 



Iave$tis*tioa ca 3/9/92 


Chicacfo, Illinois 


File # 44A-CG-78234 


D«te4ictttc4 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


ThU doeaxaeat Natelas aeithee re^mxaeadetioas not coacla$ipa$ of the FBI. It 1$ the property o! the FBI iad U toeaed to yoar ageacy: 
it ead its coateats ere act to be distributed outside your egeacy. ori-r 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of traasOciptioQ 


3/13/92 


b6 -2,-5,-6 
b7C -2,-5,-6 


I BIRST3«(SfSI«T5i I 


advised that]_ 

be reached at telephone 


can also 


I_I advised that other suspects who alleges that 

their confessions were coerced are as follows: 


b6 -2,-5,-6 
b7C -2,-5,-6 


telephone I 
lappeal pro bono. 


zently repr 
n Attorney 



by Attorney 
s preparing 


this time. 


(1984) no additional information at 


(1982) is attempting to get 

necessary papers to file for his appeal. 





b6 -5 
b7C -5 


Iftvestigttxoft oa 3/10/92 


at Chicago, Illinois 


File# 44A-CG-78234 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


Date dictated 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI, It is the property of the FBI and is loanei9r5Mn4Q^^FBI)-52: 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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• FBI 


TRANSMIT VIA: 
Q Teletype 
n Facsimile 
m AIRTEL 


PRECEDENCE: 
O Immediate 
Q Priority 
Q Routine 

f 


CLASSIFICATION: 

□ T O P SECRE T 
D-^ CCRET - 

Q C ONFIDEN TI AL 

□ UNCLAS E F T 0 

□ UNCLAS 


Dat e 3/X1/92 


•TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT 


DIRECTOR, FBI (44A-CG-78234) 

(ATTN: CIVIL RIGHTS UNIT) 

SAC, CHICAGO (44A-CG-78234) CK (SQ ^2) 


UNSUB(S); 

COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICERS, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
CHICAGO. -ILLINOIS. 


h VICTIM; 


b6 -2 
b7C -2 


CIVIL RIGHTS; 
,00; CHICAGO 


Pa t*Air-all to Department of Justice (DOJ) Attorney 


] dated 3/10/92. 


b6 -3 
b7C -3 


Submitted ynder sep arate cover via registered U.S. 

are the listed items of evidence 


mail for DOJ Attorney]^ 
from LHM attachments. 

Enclosed for the Bureau is the original and two (2) .. 
copies, of a letterhead memorandum (LHM) with attached coniAg ^6 -2 
(3 pages) of a List of Evidence related to th€ 


case. One copy of the LHM with attachments was furnished to 
the United States Attorney's Office, Chicago, Illinois. 


b7C 


3 - Bureau '(Enc. 3, with attachments) 
- Package Copy 
^ - Chicago 
JLSrjs 

<«) j% 


I 







, (CCT 


I 


Approved: 


Transmitted 


(Number) (Time) 


Per 




19-cv-4048(!;BI)-53j 










# 

U.S. Department of Justice 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 


lA Reply. Pleeee Relet to 
File No. 


219 South Dearborn »905 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 


March 11, 1992 


UNKNOWN SUBJECT(S); 
COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICERS, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 

rHTr&ftO. TT.T.TMOTg, 

VICTIM; 

CIVIL RIGHTS;- 


b6 -2 
b7C -2 


Submitted files and reports were obtained pursuant- to 
two Federal Grand Jury subpoenas served tol I 



to the Grand Jury,! 





b3 -1 
b6 -2 
b7C -2 


3 - Bureau 
1 - Package Copy 

1 - USA Chicago 

(Attn: AUSA 

2 - Chicago 
JLS:js 

(7) 


b6 -3 
b7C -3 
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Iftvcsiigatioa oa 3/12/92 


Chicago> Illinois 


File # 44A-CG-78234 



Date dictated 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


This document ccattias neither recommendations nor conclusrons of the FBI, It Is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and Its contents are not to he distributed outside your agency. 
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“ 1 - 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription 


11/19/51 


I-1 ■ b6 -2,-4,-5 

I_I Office of Professional b7c - 2 ,-4,-5 

Standards/ CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT CPD 1024 South Wab ash, 

Chic ago. XllinQifi AOfiO-^. ♦•aT r>nTnV>p>Y' I advised 

that ! I cPD has informed her 

about assigning a Monitoring Investigator to disseminate 
.information to the FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION regarding the 
Chicago Police Board hearing on the excessive force charges 

against Commander JON G. BURGE and Detectives unde r his _ 

supervision during the arrest and interrogation ofl 


advised thad 


telephone' number 


_ IS the regular Investigator assigned to monitor 

the Chic ago Police,JBoard_h£firings. Therefore, Investigator bs - 2 ,-4,-5 

may be con tacted re garding the b7c -2 


or herself 
commander BURGE case before 
November 25, 1991 


4,-5 


advised that 


the Board. 

. i s the initi al status call before the Board and 

she understands that ! [ attorneys plan to file a motion 

requesting that a Special Prosecutor be appointed to present the 
city's case against BURGE. 


laveslig^iioa on 


hy ^ 


11/18/91 


at 


Chicago, IllijTois 


File # 


44A-OG-78234 


SA 




D«te dictated 


11/18/91 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


IhU dpcvment contains neither recommendations nor inclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency: 
it and its contents are not to he distributed outside your agency. 
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- 1 - 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date o( tratiacriptioft 


2/3/92 


I 


_ . telephone]_ 

advised that her group has received complaints regarding acts of 
torture by Chicago Police Officers, specifically in Area II where 
the victims were coerced into confessing to crimes they did or 
did not commit. 


b6 

b7C 


3d 

victim was arreste d and _ 


advised that in f 


[bv Area IT 


b3 -2 
b6 -2 


1 


1 1_ladvisec 

that 1 

_ 

1 

-1-Ladvised th 

lat 

•e 

this case was sche< 

luled for hearings in therefor 


them to co ntact the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Along these 


same lines 


f 


jstated that she will check her files for 


additional victims whose confessions Were coerced. 

was 


b6 -2,- 
b7C -2, 


State d that in July , 1989 CITIZENS ALERT filed a 


coiaplaint on behalf of 


arrested and tortur ed 


by JON BURGE and other Area II Detectives on 




advised thatT 


Iwho is represented 


[ 


(Who file d a _ _ 

is scheduled for a final hearing on February 6, 1992. 


p' 


b6 -2,- 
b7C -2, 


further advised that most of the com plaints 


CITIZENS ALERT received were passed ontof 
LAW OFFICE. 


Of PEOPLE'S 


Investigttioft oa 2/4/92 

,,.SAJ 


_*t Chicago, Illinois 


l^rs. 


File # 44A-CG-78234 


,Date4ict»te4 ^/_4/^2. 




Hhis docvme&t conttitts ndther recomm^flidittioxts not ccadi^sioi&s of the FBI. It Is the propertjr of the FBI i&d Is loaned to yoor agency;- 
it and its contents are not to he distributed outside your agency. ^ ^ ^ ^ 
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b6 -1 I 
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-JL- 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


D«te of trtAscriptloa 


2/5/92 


b6 -5 I 

-'-h b7C -5 

I telephone I I advised that the Appellate 

Division has no record keeping ability that would allow 
information to be readily retrieved regarding victims Who alleged 
that their conf essions were coerced by CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT 
(CPD) officers. I H advised that generally speaking when a 
confession is involved in a case, the attorneys figure a not 
guilty verdict is out of the question. Unless, the defendant can 
show police officers physically abused him to obtain the coerced' 
confession. He stated there must be some medical evidence to 
collaborate the defendant's allegations. 


- 1 I r advised that one of their clients|_| -2,-5 | 

I advised that his confession was coerced. However, he Will -2,-s 

need some time to compile a list of additional clients who 
alleged that their confessions Were obtained through torture and 
other forms of coercion by CPD officers. 




b6 -5 I 
b7C -5 




$EARCKtO. 

SERIALIZI 


.0_-_IN0£X£Q<r=:^ 

FEB 1 0 1992 


FBI CHICAGO 




Iav«tig»t5oaoa 2/5/92 _ CHICAGO. ILLINOIS _FBe # 44A-CG-78234 — * 


by 




k- it 


D*tc4ict»te4 2/5/92 


b6 -1 I 
b7C -1 


this conttias neither recommeadaticns aor coaclasioas of the FBI, It is the property of the FBI aad is loaac4 to year egeacy;- 

it end its contents ere aot to be distributed outside your egency. 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-545 







- ]y 


$EARC«£0. 

StmiZEi 


.mpEXEl 

'f'EfO 



FEB 2 8 1992 

FBI - CHICAGO 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Dete of treascriptioa 


2/25/92 


Sergeant (Sgt.)|_ I CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT 

(CPD), Office of Legal Affairs, Room 403, 1121 So uth State _ 

Street, Chicago. Illinois 6Q6QS, telephone nuxaber l I 

advised that an investigator for the Offi ce of 

Professional Standards (OPS)T~Drepared a report which cited I 


b6 -4,-5 
b7C -4,-5 


Sgt. l [ advised that the|_ [ report and any 

other investigative reports of the CPD may be obtained by a 
Federal Grand Jury Subpoena. 


b6 -4,-5 
b7C -4,-5 




This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
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FBI FACSIMILE 
COVERSHEET 


PRECEDENCE 

□ Immediate 
□. Priority' 

0 Routine 


CLASSIFICATION 

□ Top Secret Time Transmitted :. 

□ Secret Sender’s Initials: — 

• O Confidential ^ . . -Number of Pages: " 

□ Sensitive 

□ Unclassified 


To: FBLHQ- CIVIL RIGHTS UNIT 

(Name of Office) 

Facsimile number: 8/324-3155 


Attn: 


From: 


(Name of Office) 


Date: 3/3/92 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


Room Telephone No^) 


Subject: ^ 


COMMANDER JQN G. BURGE 


Special Handling Instructions:- 


Originator’s Narne: —_ 

Originator’s Facsimile Numberi 
Approved: _ 


8/380-2500 


Telephone:. 


312/431-1333 b6 -i 


b7C -1 




I ! \ 
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--J1 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of trenscriptioa 


3/24/92 


I_ I Attorney, ILLINOIS PUBLIC DEFENDER'S 

OFFICE, state of Illinois Building, 100 W est Randolph Str eet, 
Chicago, Illinois 60601, telephone num berI \ advised 

that the current attorneys representing! jhave 

consented for her to forward information reg ydina tiEe ir client 
to the FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI).] advised that 

this information will consist of the f ollowingt Dat es of arrest, 
dates of all legal proceeding includin d h earing 


b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 


testimony aind arguments filed during his direct appeal. 


_I advised thatf 

telephone number I 


is representing 


b6 -2,-5,-6 
b7C -2,-5,-6 


1 further advised that_ of her office, 

teleph one number \ I is representing a client named -2,-5,-f 

| who alleges that his confession Was coerced by Area II 
detectives. 


Investigation on 3/24/92 


at _Chicago> Illinois_ File # 


44A-CG-78234 


b6 -1 


JLS:rcb 


Date dictated 


3/24/92 


b7C -1 


This docum^t contains neither recommendations nor concinsions ol the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 

it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 19-CV-4048(FBr)-556 
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-JLr 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Detc of imscriptioft 3/20/92 


b6 -2,-5,-6 
b7C -2,-5,-6 


Attorney. 


1 

J 

[ telephone 

. ladvised 


take[ 


~L->^ r>^ Tiiinn^g ^nnoiTate Defender s OffjLce/ to 


June 26, 1991, she filed brief and argument To5?I 


ladvised that 


on 


direct appeal in the Illinois Court of Appeals, Case Number 86 
CR, 6091. On January 29, 1992, the state filed their brief and 
argument and she will file her reply brief and argument on April 
13, 1992. 


advised that at the time of 


b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 


arrest, he identified an unknown redheaded Chicago Police officer 
as the one Who tortured an d supervise d the torturing of him to 
obtain a confession. WhenI ^ photograph of 


Commander JON G. BURGE, he 


Identified him as the same redheaded 


Chicago police officer who tortured him. 
I I advised that I 


1 is onf 


b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 


No 


Physical e vidence or eyewitness testimony was produced to link 
I I to the crime. He was convicted solely on his signed 


confession. 


_advised that this is the only case her firm 

is handling where the client alleged that his confession was 
coerced by the CH ICAGO police departo ient. She agreed to forward 
the chronology of (proceedings that have taken 

place to date, along with a copy of her brief and argument filed 
in the Appeals Court on June 26, 1991, to the FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION (FBI). 


b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 


lAvestit«tio& OS 3/13/92 


.«t Chicago. Illinois 


»>y—SA 




Fflc# 44A-CG-78234 


_Date dictated :^/17/92 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


Tbis doevfflent contains neither recommendations nor condnsions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to yonr agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 

19-cv-4048(FBI)-559 















FD-302 (Rev. 3-10-82) 


- 1 - 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Dtte ot traascriptiott 


b6 -2,-4,-5 
hlC -2,-4,-5 


_[Attorney, OFFICE OF THE STATE APPELLATE 

DEFENDER, First Judicial District, State of Illinois Center, 100 
West Rand olph Street. Sui te 5-500, Ch icago. Illinoi s 60 601. 
telephone! I adv ised that ) [ was al I 

[when they were arrested onp 
I He was taVen to irp?i TT and tortured (beaten and 

bagged) by Officers]_[under the supeirvision of 

Lieutenant JON BURGE. 


[_[ advised that he represented [_[ at his 

suppression hearing on May 15, 1985. In his arguments h e raised 
the involuntary confession and the illegal arrest issue. j ~[ 

stated they lost the appeal mainly because t here Were not enough 
evidence of physical abuse, therefore, it Was[ [word against 

t he police officers. However, there was more physical evidence 
in i [ c ase which caused the Illinois Appellate Court to 

reverse his[ [conviction. 


b7C -2,-5 


_[advised that testified at ! 

suppression hearing, stating that he was a lso physic ally abused 
by Area II Detectives in a similar pattern.] [advised that 

he would forward a copy of his brief and argument to the FEDERAL 
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI), Chicago Office. 


b6 -2,-5 I 
b7C -2,-5 





b6 -5 


lavestigattos Oft 3/30/92 


*t Chicago. Illinois 


File# 44A-CG-78234 


Dtte dictated 


b6 -1 I 
b7C -1 


Tbb docameat coattias aeither recommendatioas aoi coadatioas of tbe FBI. It is tbe property of the FBI aad is loaaed to your ageacy: 
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FBI 


TRANSMIT VIA: 
D Teletype 
Q Facsimile 
g] AIRTEL 


PRECEDENCE: 
Q Immediate 
□ Priority 
Q Routine 


CLASSIFICATION: 

□ T OP SECRET 

□ SECRET 

□ - C O NFIDENTIAL 
O UNCLAS E F T O 

□ UNCLAS 


Dat e 4/02/92 


TO : DIRECTOR, FBI (44A-CG-78234) 

ATTN: CIVIL RIGHTS UNIT 

FROM : SAC, CHICAGO (44A-CG-78234) (SQUAD .12) 


SUBJECT 


: UNSUB(S); COMMANDER JON G. 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICERS, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 

rHTrarzn_TT.T.TNnxg» 

VICTIM; 

ClVtL PIgHTS- 

00: CHICAGO 


BURGE, 

b6 -2 
b7C -2 


Enclosed for the Bureau is the original and two 
copies of a letterhead laemorandum (LHM) with attached copies 
of three local newspaper articles dated March 20 and March 21, 
1992, concerning captioned investigation. One copy of the 
LHM, with attachments was furnished to the U.S. ATTORNEY'S 
Office, Chicago, Illinois. 


^-Bureau (End. 3 w/attachments) 
(gVchicago ^ 

JLS/rml 


Approved: 


1 * 


Transmitted _________ 

(Number) 


SEARCK££l_^ I 

APR 0 3 1992 


FBI — CH^CAG0 

~n 


_ Per_ 

(Time) 

19-C¥-- 











U.S. Department of Justice 



Federal Bureau of Investigation 


Is Reply. Please Refer to 
File No. 


Chicago, Illinois 60604 
April 2, 1992 


UNKNOWN SUBJECT(S); 
COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICERS, 
^CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
CHICAGO. TT.T.TNOT.q; 

VICTIM; 

CIVIL RIGHTS- 


b6 -2 
b7C -2 


b6 -4,-5 
b7C -4,-5 


Wabash Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 60605, telephone] 
advised that closing arguments to uphold the dismissal or 
captioned subje cts were pr esented to the City Police Board on 
March 19, 1992. T H advised that the Board's final ruling 

is expected in about two months. 


^ March 30, 1992 




Office of Professional Standards (OPS). 1024 Sout! 


3-Bureau 

1-USA, Chicago^_ 

(Attn; AUSA 

'^-Chicago ^44A-CG-78234) 
JLS/rml W 
( 6 ) 


b6 -3 
b7C -3 


1 * 


This docunent contains neither recoflxnendations nor conclusions of the fSI. It is the property of the fSt and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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fCWSO (R^v. 5-8-81) 



(indicete p$q^. nam^ of 
rvow$ps3:>of, city anO atato,) 


(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 


Burge case 
ruling seen 
' far away 

Chicago Police Board cases 
1856, 1857 and 1858-rthe cases of 
Cmdr. Jon Burge and Detectives 
John Yucaitis and Patrick 
OHara—concluded Thursday with 
the officers’ counsel arguing tl»t 
there is not ample ^dence of miS' 
do^ to uphold their firings. 

Also in dosing Hejuings, the city 
recapitulated its rationale for diS' 
missing the three men. 

The case has focused dtywide at¬ 
tention on allegations of brutality, 
torture and excessive force in the 
Police Department. It is .the most 
extensive case of its kind in the po¬ 
lice board’s history. 

Burge and Yucaitis are_ accused 
of brutalizing and torturing con¬ 
victed cop killer Andrew Wilson in 
February 1982, and O’Hara of 
knowing about the abuse but doing 
nothing to stop it. 

The hearings, have lasted six 
weeks and have induded about two 
dozen witnesses. 

The final ruling, which will be 
made by the nine-member dvilian 
police board, is not expected for 
several months. 

Mark Iris, executive director, said 
it will likdy take at least a month 
to compile the 5,000 to 10,000 
pages of testimony from this 
hearing and previom judicial pro¬ 
ceedings, upon whi^ the, board 
membCTS will base their dedsion. 


pate: 

Editton; 


Trtfe- 


March 20, 1992 
Chicago Tribune 
Section 2 
Page 2 

Burge case ruling seen 
far away 


or 

Cia^sifcett^on: 
SubnrMttrrrg Offico: 
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Pinal arguments in 
cop torture case 

Character: 

Of 

Ctaesiftca^: 

SiAMTutting Office: 

Indexing: 


Filial a:rguments ill pop tortiire case 


By Charles Nicodemus ’* 

^ Staff Writer’ 

Five w^ks of testimony and 
exhibits “clearly show” Police 
Cxndr. Jon Burge and two of his 
men tr-^ted con^cted cop killer 
Andrew Wilson “like a piece of 
human gar^e,” a Police Depart- . 
ment special counsel contended ^ 
Thursday. , . ^ 
a three-hour filial 
attorney Daniel Reidy told a Po-* 


lice B<wd brutality hearing that 
Wilson ‘?commxtted horrible 
crimes”—the, Februa‘ry/'1982, 
murder of two Chicago policemen. 

, But Wilson .was “a human 
being ... entitle to the prot^- 
tion of police” who, Reidy said, 
instead tortured him to extract a 
<i)nfession that he shot the offi- 

> ..iloweyef, William*Kunkre^ ? 

counsel'for Burge and defeitryes' 
John Vuc^irandPatrick (yHara,- 


.,said the lengthy hewing demon-1 
"strated “conclusively” that - Wil¬ 
son’s tale of being tortured with | 
electrical shocks, suffocation, ‘ 
“Russian roulette”.and b^tings 
was “to^Hy incredible.” » ; 

= ^The evidence stinks,” Kunkle 
said. 

Although Reidy stressed that 
Wilson’s story was “supported by 
.medical evidence,”.and by contra- 
* dictions In 'the'police offi<^rs’ sfe- 
- ^ * ^urn* to- Page rs 


19-c:v-4048(FBI)-567*''°®" 












FINAL ARGUMENTS IN COP TORTURE CASE 


Burge 

Continued from Page 5 

ties, Kunkle told h^ing officer 
Michael Borland the ease tnu$t 
stand or fall on Wilson’s credibil¬ 
ity, ‘Vhich. is nil” 

"'You’re ,no^t allowed to take, a 
man’s }ob away ... ruin his repu¬ 
tation, take his family’s livelihood, 
if you have to read between, the 
lines/’ Kunkle smd during 3^/2 
hours of summation. 

Based on an investigation by 
the Police Department’s Office of 
Professional Standards, Supt. Le- 
Roy Martin suspended the three 
men'without pay in November 
and recommended that the Police 
Board fire them. The Office of 
Professional Standards said Burge 
and Yucaitb tortured Wilson and 
O’Hara condoned the mistreat¬ 
ment by failing to report it, 

Kunkle was expected to take 
two more hours in closing today. 

The lengthy transcript of testi¬ 
mony from 39 witnesses plus 
more than 200 exhibits, will go to 
the nine-member civilian Police 
Board, which will decide the offi¬ 
cers’ fate. No decision is expected 
for more than two months. 

Reidy ridiculed the claim of 
Burge and other officers that 
Burge—widely reputed to be a 
‘"hands on” commander—hadn’t 
personally questioned Wilson or 
even entered the Area 2 detective 
headquarters interrelation room, 
although the ca^ was f'the most 
important of his career -. . 
watched by-everyone on the force 
from the superintendent on 
down.” 

Reidy said two officers appar¬ 
ently “didn’t get the wwd” about 
backing .Burge’s,-“noninvolve:^ 
ment’I story. A detective who sat 


outside the interview room and a 
“wagon man” who came to take 
Wil^n to the central lockup both 
testified in earlier proc^ings 
that they saw.Burge in the room, 
Reidy noted, ’ 

O’Hara’s conduct was “almost 
as bad as the others,” Reidy ar-! 
^ed, because officers who keep^ 
silent about the abuse of prisoners j 
encoui^e mistreatment by other 
police. 

Recalling that Burge had de¬ 
scribe Wilson as a “piece of hu¬ 
man garbage,” and that Officers 
William Fahey and Richard 
O’Brien had been the third and 
fourth lawmen shot to death in 
Burge’s'area within three weeks, 
Reidy said: 

, “The police felt they were un¬ 
der si^e. Four 'brothers’ had been 
kilie.” So the goal was “to break 
that piece of garbage, to make to 
that piece of garbage cooperate.^* 

Kunkle cited numerous details 
of how Wilson—now serving a life 
sentence in the murders—had 
changed his version of events dur¬ 
ing two criminal trials and two 
federal civil trials in which *he 
unsuccessfully sued police for 
damages, 

.A public defender and a County 
Jail doctor indicated Wilson told 
them he had been electro-shocked 
on his genitals, “but Wilson now 
denies ever sa>nng that,” Kunkle 
noted. 

In court filings, Wilson has re¬ 
ferred to being “interrelated,” 
Kunkle ^d, yet Wilson insisted 
while on the stand he was “never 
actually questioned” about the 
murders, just tortured until he 
gave a statement. 

During the 10 years of court 
proceedings, Kunkle ^ related, 
“Wilson has even ch^g^. .the 
;names -of 4he» police” 

.abused >. .1 
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r«e:Burge Hearing Ends With 
Emotional Plea 


Charactefi 

Of 

Ctassifjca^n; 
Submitfinp CftScei 


Chicago 


Indexbg: 


Burge hearing ends with emotional plea 


By Charles Nicodemus 

? - staff Writ^ 'r 


, With tears weliing in’ his eyes and 
his voice'cracking with emotion, the 
lawyer for Cmdr. Jon Burge imd two 
,.of his'detectiv& urg^ a police brutal¬ 
ity hearing not" to ‘‘believe' that ’ 

The target -of attorney \VilIiam 
Kunkle’s emotional final argument, 
convicted cop killer Andrew Wilson, 
accuses Burge and his men of using 
torture to force his ^nfession in^ the 
1982 murder of two officer^ 

In'a two-hour rebuttal to Kunkle’s 
4 Vi-hour summation, Daniel Reidy, 
special counsel for the Police Depart- . 
ment; said: ‘Tt is indeed a sad day..*. 

It is‘not,^y to stand here and ask for ^ 
the discharge of these'three'officers; 

“They thought it [torture] was all 


right” because Wilson had killed tw 
policemen, Reidy suggested. He said 
Biiige and Detectives John Yucaitis 
and Patrick O'Hara “thought Wilson 
was a piece' of human garbage” and 
the abu^ “was all right, to secure a 
conviction they belief w^‘just. - 

“Bui that* cannot be-laccepted .. 
even 10 y^rs later,” Reidy told hear¬ 
ing examiner Michael^ Berland. 

Wilson'was'so battered by the rime 
he v?as delivered to the central lockup, 
“he looked like the wreck of the Hes¬ 
perus,” > Reidy said, and the lockup 


keei^rs refus^ to accept him until he 
received medical attention.' 


Such “systematic” brutality “cannot 
be epndon^,” Reidy argued. 

'Kunkle^^d. however, that none of 
tne doctors who examined Wilson]or 
testified at the loiig legal proceedings' 
the case has spawned “agreed on a 


.diagnosis” of what Wil^n’s injuries 
'were or how they w^re suffered. 

. .“And even if you beHe%'ed them, 
there’s no proof as. to who did it” 
.among the various officers who bad 
. contact with Wn$on,>Kunkle said. ’ " 

Reidy said the defen^’s theory of 
the case “simply doesn't hold water.” 

On the one hand, Reidy said, the 
officers claim that Wilspn--a career 
criminal with a history of refusing to ’ 
confess to lesser ttimes—’‘‘wnrote him¬ 
self a [potential] ticket to the electric 
chair” by voluntarily confessing imme¬ 
diately after his arrest, and gave a 
formal statement 11 hours later. 

“Then they say that in less than an 
hour,” Wilson supposedly began 
' .^'scheming and conniving” to produce 
* his* ^rture* story, Reidy said. “It just 
do^’t rnake '^n$e."irjus't didn’t* hap¬ 
pen that way.” 
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] FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of tianseriptioa 4/X3/92 


b6 -1,-2 
b7C -1,-2 


I 


T616^h6rte 
contacted Special Agent (SA) 
following: 

I 




]t6i6&h6hie&ily 

5_J _ 


and advised the 


1stated thatf 


[ 


P 


_Jalleges that his civil rights were violated by 

Area .II detectives when they hit him in the chest and placed a 
Plastic ba g over his head (bagging) until he could not breathe. 
] advised that after the second time the detectives 


b6 -2, -6 
b7C -2, -6 


Placed the bag over his head, he told them that he would confess 
to the ! 


, 1 

ladvised thatl 


1 

stated that at this point, the 
lid if he did not sign the 
charges to it, therefore maiking 
advised again that he refused to 

detectives threatened him and sa 
confession, they Would add more 
his situation worse. 

sign the confession and told the 

1 


sign the confession. He 
e detective s and he was 
advised that 


after more threats, he still refused to 
suffered no further physical abuse by th 

held over for his hearing the next day. [_ 

he did not re quire medica l treatment as a result of the beating 
or ’’bagging.” I [ advised that one of the Police Officer 

Who participated in torturing him was red-headed. When he later 
saw Commander JON BURGE on television during the Police Board 
hearings, he identified BURGE as the same red-headed officer who 
helped torture him. 


stated that he 
could have been convicted when the 


was an involuntary confession and the word of 


can not understand how he 
only evide nce the State had 


b6 -2,-6 
b7C -2,-6 


lavestigttion oa 4/3/92 


»t Chicago. Illinois _ File # 44A-CG-78234 — 


fey SA 




,JLS/blt 


DttedicUtcd 4/10/92 


b6 -1 I 
b7C -1 


This document conteins neither recommendutlons nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI end is loaned to your agency: 
it and its contents are not to he distributed outside your agency. . _ u« . 
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Cofttiavetioa of FD-302 of 


.oa 4/3/92 


b6 - 
b7C 


. Pege 


^_ _ He further advised that I _ 

had some Knowledge of the crT me and is currently doing time at 


Illinois. 


He advised that Chicago Attorney 


IS 


handling his direct appeal before the ILLINOIS APPELLATE COURTS. 
He furth er advised t hat this appeal was filed during the summer 

of 1991. .[ advised that he has tried to contact any 

agency who will listen to his story which included telephone talk 
shows and newspapers. Therefore, when he heard that the FEDERAL 
BUREAU OF INVES TIGATION fFB I> was interested, he had to make this 
telephone call. 


_]advised that if^some agency would 

investigate the Whole case, he is sure he would be found 
innocent. 


2 , -6 
- 2 , -6 


b6 -2,-5 I 
b7C -2,-5 
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FD-302 (Rev. 3-10-82) 


-JL- 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Dateof Utascriptios ^/ 5/92 


I 


aboutf 


,_^ advised that thef 

Iv lctiia who was arrest ed andi 


1 telephone number f 


Ibv area Til detectives has been very 


b3 -2 
b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 


ladvised that this case was referred to[ 


At that time the 


] 


b3 -2 

ladvised that -2,-5,-6 

■■ - O C i 


[ is the assign ed publ ic defender and at this stage of ® 

•_•_\ _•_- I h__ _«_ _ ^ - -^ ^ I 


the criminal proceedings 
police officers involved 


bijas subpoenaed records of the 
also attempted to subpoena JON 


BURGEES records but was unsuccessful. 

ladvised that she will continu e in her attempts 


to re-contact 


T 


Invcstigtiiott on 6/5/92 


_«t Chicago, Illinois _Fa*# 44A-CG-78234 


SA 




slm. 


_D»te dictated 6/5/92 


bS -1 
b7C -1 


This document contains neither recommendations nor condusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI end is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to he distributed outside your anencye 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Dtte of trtatciiptioB 


6/9/92 




^_ Chicago Police Board, 

1121 South State Street. Room 60 3,. ChicagoIllinois 60605, 
telephone riuinberl I advised that the records and 


b6 -4,- 
b7C -4, 


testimony generated from the Police Board hearings of the JON 
BURGE case are just so voluminous that he could not at this time 
give an estimate as to when the Board will be ready to give its 
decision. 


I-1 b6 -4,-5 

_ I advised that the BURGE case is the most extensive i-, 7 c - 4,-5 

case of its kind to come before the Police Board. The nine 
member civilian board has to go through all of the testimony from 
this case and at the same time continue to deliberate on other 
cases that comes before it. 


UvestigatioB 00 6/8/92 

fcy SA 


>t Chicago, Illinois 


jalm. 


File# 44a-CG-78234 


Date dictated 6 /8 /92 


57 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


This dociimeat coataias aeithcr recommeadatxoas aor coadasioas o! the FBI. It is the property of the FBI aad is loaaed to yoar a^eacy; 
it aad its coateats are aot to be distribated oatside yoar ageacy. 
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TRANSMIT VIA; 
D Teletype 
Q Facsimile 
g] AIRTEL 


PRECEDENCE; 
Q Immediate 
□ Priority 
O Routine 


FROM 


SUBJECT 


CLASSIFICATION; 

□ TOPSECRE T- 

□ -S ECRET 

□ CONFIDEN TI AL 
D UNCLAS E F T O 

□ UNCLAS 

Date 6/9/92 r* 


DIRECTOR FBI (44A-CG-78234) 

(ATTN: CIVIL RIGHTS UNIT) 

SAC, CHICAGO (44A-CG-78234) (SQ. 12) 

UNSUB(S); 

COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 

CHICAGO POLICE OFFICERS, 

CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 


VICTIM; 


CIVIL RIGHTS; 
00: CHICAGO 


b6 -2 
b7C -2 




4/2/92. 


Reference Chicago airtel to the Bureau, dated 


Enclosed for the Bureau is the original and two (2) 
copies of a Letterhead Memorandum (LHM) each with attached 
copies of the following; 

I-1 b6 -2, 

1] Repo rt of investigator Star b 7 c -2 

I I Office of Professional standards, re; 

History of Allegations of Misconduct by Area II 
Personnel. 

2] Repor t of investigator!_| Star 

II Office of Professio nal Standards, re; 

analysis of | 1 

3] Direct Examination of 



3 - Bureau (Ends. 3) (Attachments 5) 
d) - Chicago 
JLS: rcb 






Approved: 


Transmitted 


(Number) (Time) 
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44A-CG-78234 


4] 

5) 


Cir cuit Court o 
vs. I_ 


Cook County Illinois, 


Cir cuit Court of Cook Cq unty Illinois, 
vs. C 


PEOPLE 

PEOPLE 


One (1) copy of the LHM with attachments was 
furnished to the UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, Chicago, 
Illinois 


b6 -2 
b7C -2 


2 * 
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U.S. Department of Justice 



Federal Bureau of Investigation 


la Reply, Please Met to 
File No. 


Chicago, Illinois 60604 
June 9 , 1992 


UNKNOWN SUBJECT (S); 
COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICERS, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
CHICAGO, ILLINO IS; 

I I- VICTIM; 

CIVIL RIGHTS 


b6 -2 
b7C -2 


On March 9. 1992. 


pursuant to a Federal grand jury subpoena[ 
following: 


b3 -1 

"be -2,-4,-5,-7 
■b7C -2,-4,-5,-7 



OFFICE OF THE STATE APPELLATE DEFENDER, First Judicial 
District, State of Illinois Center, 100 West Ra ndolph street 
Suite 5-500, Chicago, Illinois 60601, telephone[ 


b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 


provided copies of the suppression hearing records rega rding 

[ advised tihat: hhe Grime for whinhl 

includeo l I 


was convicted, _,_^_ 

occurred d uring the late eve ning off 
morning of 


I or the early 


3 - Bureau (Attachments 5) 

1 - USA, C hicago (Attachment 1) 
(ATTN: 



Chicago 


(44A-e-78234) 


b6 -3 I 
b7C -3 


This docunent contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your asency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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I was arrested ^ 
1 alleged that, in'" 


Officers)_ I beat hin and put a 

plastic ba g over his head, the results led to a confession by 


b6 -2,-4,-5,-7 

J Area II Police - 2 ,-4,-5,-7 


denied 


Other Area II officers involved in his arrest included 

]advised that the trial court 


]suppression motion. 


,_, advised that)_ 

also was arrested for the sa»e offenses on[_| and 

he also alleged that Area II officers beat hia and put a plastic 
bag over his head at the time of his arrest. The Area II 


b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 


officers involved ini 
as those involved ini 


arrest were not the same officers 


arrest. 


advised that[ 


together and were both convicted off 


1were tried 


b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 


sentencedr 


_ I T hey were both 

1 is currently inc arcerated[ 


1 advise 


lis inc 
a that|_ 


at 


conviction and sentence were upheld bv the Illin ois Supreme Court 


on direct appeal on Apr il 20. 1989 . 
however was overturned.! 


conviction. 


convicted and again sentenced 


Iwas recently re-tried. 


I ladvised that in November. 1990 J 

filed 

_*J_ _• ■_ _^_ __J_ J I_ -J _ 


current 

a state petition 
The petition is still pending in 


attorneys 

for a post-conviction release. 

state trial court. His attorneys will be filing an amended 
petition. They do not expect the judge to make any ruling until 
late summer at the earliest. 


b6 -2,-5,-6 
b7C -2,-5,-6 


On March 30, 1992. 1 I be -2,-4,-5,-7 

OFFICE OF -TH E STATE APPELLATE DEFENDER. First Judicicb7c -2,-4,-5,-7 


District, advised that! 


to Area ^ I and tortured (beaten and bagged) by officers 
under the supervision of Lieutenant JON BURGE. 


] He was taK en 
and 


_|at his 

arguments h e raised 


_advised that he represented 

suppression hearing on May 15, 1985. In his 

the involuntary confession and the illegal arrest issue. _ 

stated that they lost the appeal mainly because ther e was no t 
enough evidence of physical abuse, therefore, it was) |wbrd 

against th e police officers. However, there was more physical 
evidence i ni lease which cause d the Il linois Appel late Co urt 

t-.c rftVA rgft his I I conv iction. I l advised that^ | 

testified at| Suppression hearing, stated that he 


b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 
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44A-CG-78234 



froMi_ 

OFFICE, to tak 


_I telephone!_j 

in January, 1991, her firm received a request 


that 

head 

ervi 


IS h 

coer 
forw 
take 
file 


ng wh 
y the 
he ch 
ce to 


a copy of he: 
June 26, 1991 


advised thatj_ 

rutalitv by Chicacro police officers 


that 


IC 


ue ro 




Her client allecres that 



19-cv-4048(FBI)-59 































































44A-CG-78234 



Stated that June 22, 1992, is the hearing date set 
for her to present pre-trial motions to suppress the coerced 
statements made by her client when he was arrested. 


On June 6 , 1992,| _ | CHICAGO 

POLICE BOARD, 1121 South State Street. Ro om 603, Chicago, 

Illinois 60605, telephone I I advised that the 

records of testimony generated from the police board hearings of 
the JON BURGE case are just so voluminous that he could not at 
this time give an estimat e as to when the board will be ready to 
give its decision. l ^ advised that the BURGE case is the most 
extensive case of its kind to come before the police board. The 
nine member civilian board has to go through all of the testimony 
from the BURGE case while continuing to deliberate on other cases 
that comes before it. 

Chicago will continue in its efforts to identify 
victims who allege that their confessions were coerced by the 
CPD. Chicago will also continue to monitor the Chicago Police 
Board hearings and report its final decision regarding captioned 
case to the Bureau. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Da(e of Iraftscr^ittOii 


1I2SI92 



\ _[advised that she is currently proofs to 

the courts as to wh y the signed confession of | should be 

suppressed A dvised that the arresting Chicago Police 

Officers violated ner client^s rights by not complying to the 


b3 -2 
b6 -2, 
b7C -2 


been enough to 
allegation that 


advised that in the past, the above Violations haVe 


ping aside the 


i [advised that she cannot discuss any of the 

ion riled in the complaint, but since this is in Juvenile 
Court, parties with a proven vested interest may go before 
Presiding Judge SOPHIA HALL and ent er an order to be granted 
access to the court records. | 1 stressed that all of the 

subjects and witnesses are listed in the motions presented to the 
court. 


b6 -5 
b7C -5 


[_[stated that July 30, 1992, is the next scheduled 

hearing date. At that time she wiil present all of her motions, 
afterwhich the Judge has indicated that if the State is ready to 
proceed, the case will go to trial. She advised that at this 
point, she has no indications as to how the Judge Will rule on 
the motions. 



sed by[_ 

for the Treatment of 


b3 -2 
b6 -2,-5, 
b7C -2,-5 


While in the custody ol 


le CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT (CPD) 


Ittvest^atioitoft 7 /24 /92 


« Chicago, Illinois 


44A-CG-78234 


t>y SAl 


Dai«7/24 /92 


Hut ccitatint netihtr ftcotnoMRiJatloat uor toucluMOut of ttw FBI. It Is the ptopitiy of the FBI atx) it IOtoe4 to youf tjeney; 

t.,,«4.A .. i. ... 19-cv-4048(FBI)-601 
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Contixmcioti of FD-302 of 


.00 7/24/92 


> P»ge 


2 


requested that the FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
(FBI) not interview her client until this case is completed. 

After that time, she is yilling to make him and others available 
for any FBI questioning-I Ifurther advised that she will 

continue to provide the scheduled court dates to the writer upon 
request. 


b6 -5 I 
J37C -5 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-602 
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FD-302 (Rev. 3-10-43) 


--1I -- 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of tieascriptloa 6/\2/92 


J telephone number[ 


J was contacted at the 


b3 -1 
b6 -4,-5 
b7C -4,-5 


above location and advised of the identity of the Special Agent. 


jury subpoena, datedf 


Ito 




~lwas the n served with a Federal grand^^ ^ 

The subpoena directed the - 2 ,-4,-5 

-'- ^ -1 b7C -2,-4,-5 


oer. 1990 - 






tihati he undershood whafc 

subpoena was requesting ana thatl to 

the UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, Northern District of 
Tiiinoig. iio t:hp attention of Assistant United States Attorney 


b3 -1 

b6 -3,-4,-5 
b7C -3,-4,-5 


T 


A copy of the return of service subpoena has been 
placed in a lA Evidence Envelope (FD-340). 


lavesiitttioa oa 6/12/92 
SA 


at Chicago. Ill inois Fa* # 


44A-CG-78234 




by 


JLS:rcb 


Date dictated 


6/12/92 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


This docum^t coataias aeither recomxaeadatioas aor coadastoas ol the FBI. It is the property of the FBI aad is loaaed to yoar ageacy; 
it aad its coateats are not to be distribated oatside yoar ageacy. 19-O/-4048(FBI)-607 






SEARCHED^-_ iSO£X ^ _ 

S£S!ALIZ£^.-JfcZFIlED^^£. 


AU6 2 5 1392 





FD-$02 (Rw.3-l(>-«2) 


--i -- 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcriptioB S/21./92 


:eIephone number 


advised that 


b3 -2 
b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-7 


since the State's Attorney were not prepared and refused 
:o argue the motion before the court. 


I_ ladvised that the State's refusal to argue the 

motion effectively prevented the charges of torture by Area III 
Violent Crimes Detectives from being aired in cou rt. She advised 
that she had all of her witnesses present. I I also stated that 

she saw and thought the State had all of their witnesses present. 
However, when the State's attorneys went before the court and 
asked for a continuance for several reasons. Judge WILLIAMS 
rejected all of them. Judge WILLIAMS stated that both side has 
already had 10 months to prepare for this case, therefore, to 
delay the hearing just becaus e one of the several police officers 
is not present is ridiculous. | [ advised that the State plans 

to appeal Judge WILLIAMS ruling on August 31, 1992. 


b6 -5 
b7C - 


lis suit will probably be filed by 


I She stated 
le end of August, 1992. 


b3 -2 

b6 -2,-5,-6 
b7C -2,-5,- 


— 

fur 

;ther advised that although 



civilly, she is still his 

criminal 


will 


represen|_ i cxviiiy, she xs stxii hxs cr 

she sees no reason why the civil suit should p: 
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION'S request to inteirview 



FEDERAL 



TbU docvmeat coBtaiai neither recommeadetioBs Bor coBClBrioar of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI end is loeaed to your aseacy; 


it iti contents are not to be distributed ontside yonr agency* 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-610 
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- 1 - 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of tmieriptiott Q/1.1/^2 


The below-listed records were received through 
interoffice mai l from Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA) 

1 pursuant to a Federal Grand Jury subpoena seir ved 

by 




Special Agent (SA)[ 


A review of these records on August 17, 1992 disclosed 
the following infonnation: 


b3 -1 
b6 -1,-3 
b7C -1,-3 


b3 -1,-2 
b6 -2 
b7C -2 


Investigation on 8/17/92 


_ai Chicago. Illinois - FUe # 44A-CG-78234 -4 a f 


fcy sa [ 


JZ 


jadw 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


.Date dictated B/V7/92. 


This docomest co&taiss neither recommendations nor condvstons of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to he distributed ontside your agency. 19-CV-4048(FBI)-613 
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FD-36 (Rev. U-H-SS) 


ANSMIT VIA: 
Teletype 
Facsimile 
AIRTEL 



FBI 

PRECEDENCE: 

O Immediate 
Q Priority 
Q Routine 




CLASSIFICATION: 

□ T O P SECRE T 

□ - SECRET 

□ CONFIDENTIA f: 
D UNCLASEFTO 

□ UNCLAS 

Dat e 8/25/92 


TO ; DIRECTOR FBI (44A-CG-78234) 

(ATTN: CIVIL RIGHTS UNIT) 

FROM : SAC, CHICAGO (44A-CG-78234) (SQ. 12) 

SUBJECT : UNSUB(S); 

COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 

CHICAGO POLICE OFFICERS, 

CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 

THTrAflO ■ TT.T.TNOTS ? b6 -2 

- VICTIM; b7C -2 

CIVIL RIGHTS;- 

00: CHICAGO 


Reference Chicago airtel to the Bureau, dated 

8/6/52. 

Enclosed for the Bureau is the original and two (2) 
copies of a Letterhead Memoranduia (LHM) with attached copies 
of three (3) local newspaper articles, dated 7/31/92, 
concerning captioned investigation. One (1) copy of the LHM, 
with attachments Was furnished to the UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S 
OFFICE, Chicago, Illinois. 


_ 1 * - 


3 - Bureau (Ends. 3) (w/Attachments) 
2 - Chicago (44A-CG-78234) 

JLS: rcb 
(5) 




SEARCHtO INOettO. 

Si«UUKI£:i_JMSS; 

AU6 2 6 1992 


Approved: 


Transmitted Per 

(Number) (Time) 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-614 








"'V'* ^ 


U.S. Department of Justice 



Federal Bureau of Investigation 


la Repir, Please R^er to 
File No. 


Chicago, Illinois 60604 


August 25, 1992 


UNKNOWN SUBJECT(S); 
COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICERS, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 

_ CHICAGO. ILLINO IS; 

Y VICTIM; 


b6 -2 
b7C -2 


On August 19. 1992, 


advisee 


I telephone number 
fjudge WALTER WILLIAMS granted 


b3 -2 I 
b6 -2,-5 I 
b7C -2,-5 


refusec 


since the State's attorneys were not prepared and 
:o argue the motion. 


I_[advised that the State's refusal to argue the 

motion prevented the charges of torture by Area III Violent 
Crimes Detective from being aired in cou rt. She advised that she 
had all of her witnesses present.| [also stated that she saw 

and thought the State had all of tneir witnesses present. 

However, when the State's attorneys went before the court and 
asked for a continuance for several reasons. Judge WILLIAMS 
rejected all of them. He stated that both sides has had 10 
months to prepare for this case, therefore, to delay the hearing, 
just because one of the several police officers is not present is 

ridiculous] _[advised that the State plans to appeal Judge 

WILLIAMS ruling on August 31, 1992. 


b6 -5 
b7C -5 


b3 -2 


___I She stated 

that this suit will probably be filed by the end of August, 1992. 


b6 -2,-5,-6 
b7C -2,-5,-6 


L_[.further advised that althoug ri ^ ^ H will 

represen t b ivillv# she is still his criminal attorney and 

sees no reason Why the civil suit should interfere wit h the 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION'S request to intervied 


3 - Bureau 

1 - USA, Chicago,- 

(ATTN: AUSA 

2 - Chicago (44A-CG-'; 
JLS:rcb 

( 6 ) 


b6 -3 


b7C -3 


This docunent contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; It and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. . ^ yinyi 


19-q;-4048(FBI)-615 







F0-3S0 (R^v. 5-8-81) 



(Mount Ctipping in Spece Betew) 


(Indicate paoe, name of Paqe 4 
newapapef, city and atate.) ^ 

Chicago Sun-Times 
Chicago, Illinois 
C^,July 31,1992 
Ed.&?(ye star Sports Final 


Electroshock Accusations 
Go Back’to 1989 

Cnaracfei'; 

or 

Ctas:$;ficat)on. 

OffceC}) X ca 


Indexing 


Electroshock Accusations Go Back to 1989 

Here is a history of electroshock allegatior^s against Violent Crimes when detectives there investigated the 
Chicago police: shooting of Alfredo Hernandez. Teens brought in for 

1889: Convicted 6op-killer Andrew Wilson lost a highly questioning say police b^t and shocked them. Burge was 
publicized federal suit seeking damages from police, saying not involved in the questioning nor was he aware of the 
he was subjected to electroshock by Area 2 Violent Crimes case, his attorney said. 

Cmdr. Jon Burge and his detectives in 1982. November, 1991: The Police Department recommended 

The state appellate court ruled in favor of Gregory firing Burge for his role in the Wilson case. He has been 
Banks, who said he confessed to murder after Burge and suspended pending a Police Board decision on whether the 
other officers beat him, hindered his breathing and subject^ firing is justifi^. 

ed him to Russian Roulette in 1983. The court overturned February^ 1992: The federal court ordered release of a 
his wnviction. secret IS^month-old internal city report that found 

December, 1990: Amnesty International called for an tematic'’ abuse of suspects by some Area 2 detectives 
investigation into human rights violations by police, based during the 1970s and 1980$. Half the 80 allegations 
on the Wilson case and other allegations of torture un- inv^tigated purportedly involved Burge. Mayor Daley and 
e]ar^ed^by;the"T^on-pidfit^P^ple^s Law Office. Police Supt. Leroy Martin criticize the feporF^as poorly 

1991:: Hurge‘was ^commander of Area 3 researched, and officials took rib corrective acfionl 


19-C¥-4048(FBI)-$17 





19-cv-4048(FBI)-6iq 






FD-302 (Rev. 3.10-82) 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of traoscrifttioa WJ Xl 


\ _^_I CHICAGO POLICE BOARD, 

1121 South State-Street_£oem_SD3/ Chicago, Illinois 60605, 

telephone number a dvised that the cases of 

Command er JON BURge ana Detectives|_| 

I l are still under advisement. He further advised that he 

does not have a target date for release of the CHICAGO POLICE 
BOARD'S final ruling on these cases, but he is sure it will not 
be Until after the end of this year. 


b6 -4,-5,-7 
b7C -4,-5,-7 


lavesdjatioa oa 11/16/92 


*>y SAl 


at Chicaqo, Illinois 


JLS:rcb 


r.k# 44A-CG-78234 


Date4kute4 11/16/92 


b6 -1 
.b7C -1 


This <Jocvm^x5l cooUuto neither xvof coueJusions of the FBL It U tli« prc^riy of the FBI Is loaned lo your agency; 

it and Ju contents are not to be distributed outside your agency, 19-lC¥-404B(FBI )-621 












hOOB 


FD-36 (Rev. II-17-S8) 


ANSMIT VIA: 
Teletype 
Facsimile 
AIRTEL 


PRECEDENCE: 
Q Immediate 
D Priority 
Q Routine 


CLASSIFICATION: 


□ -S ECRET 

□ -C ONFIDENTIAL 

□ UNCLASEFTO 

□ UNCLAS 


8/6/92 


FROM 


SUBJECT 


DIRECTOR, FBI (44A-CG-78234) 

(ATTN: CIVIL RIGHTS UNIT) 

SAC, CHICAGO (44A-CG-78234) (SQ.12) 

UNSUB(S); 

COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 

CHICAGO POLICE OFFICER, 

CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT; 

CHICAGO. ILLINOIS; 

W iCTIM ; 

CIVIL RIGHTS 
00; CHICAGO 


L0 


6/9/92. 


Reference Chicago airtel to the Bureau, dated 


Enclosed for the Bureau is the original and two 
copies of a Letterhead Memorandum (LHM) with attached copies 
of three local newspaper articles dated July 19 and July 20, 
1992, concerning captioned investigation. One copy of the 
LHM, with attachments, was furnished to the UNITED STATES 
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, Chicago, Illinois. 


3 - Bureau (Enel. 3 with attachments) 
Chicago 
JLS/adw 
(5) 


SEARCHt O ^ 

AUG^ m 


FBI — CH.'CA.C 


Approved: 


Transmitted 

(Number) (Time) 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-62 










U.S. Department of Justice 



Federal Bureau of Investigation 


I& Reply, Please Refer to 
pae No. 


Chicago,,Illinois 60604 
August 6, 1992 


COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICER, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 


CHICAGO. ILLINOIS: 






JviCTIM; 


b6 -2 I 
b7C -2 


On .Tnlv OA _ tQQ-? 


telephone nuinbei£ 


b3 -2 
b6 -2,-5 

that the arresting Chicago* Police Officers violated 



_advised that in the past, the above violations have 

been enough to have a confession dismissed, not withstan ding the 
allegations byl 


] advised that she cannot discuss any of the 


information filed in the complaint, but however, since this is in 
juvenile court, parties with a proven vested interest may go 
before the presiding ju dge and enter an order to be granted 
access to court records. 1 [ stressed that all of the subjects 

and witnesses are listed in the motions presented before the 
court. 


I 


1stated that she was advigpd hvf 


1 


[ 


that there is evidencef 


While in the custody of the CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT (CPD). 


b6 -5 
b7C -5 


b6 -5,-6 
b7C -5,-6 
b3 -2 


3 “ Bureau 

1 - USA Chicago (Attn: AUSA 

2 - Chicago (44A-CG-78234) 
JLS/adw 

( 6 ) 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the fSI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 

19-cv-4048(FBI)-629 








COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 


I _[requested that the FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

(FBI) not interview her client until this case is completed. 

After that time, she is willing t o make h er client and others 
available for any FBI questioning.! [further advised that she 

will continue to provide the scheduled court dates and any other 
reliable information to the writer upon request. 


b6 -5 


_On Atiaust-- & 1992, Assistant United States Att orney 

_ [ was given the corrected number for [ 

records in order for another Grand Jury subpoena to be 


issuec 


b3 -2 
b6 -2,-3 
b7C -2,-3 


Chicago will continue in its efforts to identify 
victims who allege that their confessions were coerced by the 
CPD. Chicago will continue to monitor the Chicag o Police Board 
Hearings regarding captioned subjec ts, as well as [ 

[and report the results to the 

Bureau. 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-63C 










(Indicate page, name of Page 2 7 
newspaper, city and state) 

Chicago Sunday Sun-Times 
Chicago/ Illinois 
?uly 19,1992 
EdrtKin; I^ive Star Final 


■™«: Area 3 Police Accused 
Of Misconduct Before 

Character; 

or 

CtassifcatJon: 

SuPmjnmg Office; . 

Chicago 

ln<^xing 


Mea 3 Police Accused 

* * i r* 

OX Misconduct Before 


murder investiga* 
tion tiiat led to all^ationa of po< 
lice torture does not represent the 
first time;p^jwX3'violent’crimes 
deteCti!i^''mre^Sccused of mis* 


Those,-violations of state law 
and 'deplurtment r^:uIations are a 


more typical example of how po* 
lice sometimes noss legal bounds 
when investigating the increasing 
number of violent crimes that in¬ 
volve children. 

Police and defense attorneys 
differ about the prevalence of the 
problem. 

“We always try to get one of the 
p^nts in tiiere," said Area 3 
Violent Crimes Commander John 
R^an. “If we don’t have them, we 
have a youth officer stand in for 
the parent.” • 

“There’s only one instance I can 
think of in probably 500 (violent 
mme] offenses I’ve handled in¬ 
volving minors in whidi a wdUng 
relative was given access during 
questioning,” said Asristant Pub¬ 
lic Defender Martha Fitzsimmons. 
“They won’t do it because they’re 


afraid parents won’t let them 



Associate Judge Stuart Lubin 
threw out their statements May 
14, saying the circumstances of 
their questioning c»st doubt on 
their reliability. TTie state’s attor¬ 
ney’s office then dropp^ the 
charge -^Deborah Nekpn 


19-cv-4048{FBI)-635 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Dete of trensctiptioB S/X3/92 


I telephone number I I was contacted at 

the above location and advised of the identity of the Special 
Agent. 


b3 -1 
b6 -4,-5 
b7C -4,-5 


I_I b3 -1,-2 

_ Iwas the n served with a Grand Jury b6 - 2 ,-4,-5 

subpoena, date'll I The subpoena co mittanded the b7c - 2 ,-4,-5 

I to the speci al 

October, 1990-1991 grand lUry (91 JG 7,34)1 _|_ 


I advised that he understood What the 
subpoena was requesting and that] 

the UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFI<5E, Northern District of 
Illinois to the attention of Assistant United States Attorney 


to 


/ 


b3 -1 
b6 -3, 
b7C -3 



A copy of the Return of Seirvice subpoena has been 
placed in a,lA evidence envelope (FD-340). 


lavestigttioB OB 8/11/92 


*t Chicago. Illinois 


by_SA 




File# 44A-CG-78234 


_D«te dict«te4 8/11/92 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


This documefit contains neithar recommeadations not eoaehsioAS ol the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to yonr agency: 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 

19-c^^-4048(FBI)-647 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription 


8/25/92 


The below-listed records were received on August 21, 
1992, th rough interoffice mail from Assistant United States 
Attorney ! | pursuant to a Federal Grand Jury 

subooena served to I 


by Special Agent (SA) on 


A review of these records on August 24, 1992, disclosed 
the following information: 



bVC -2,-4 


Investigation on 8/24/92 


at Chicago^ Illinois File # 


44A-CG-78234 


TLA:rcb 


Date dictated 


8/24/92 


b6 -1 


b7C -1 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 

it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 19-lCV-4C)48(FBI)-650 





















FD-302 Olev. 3-10-82) 




- 1 - 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription 


1/15/93 


I telephone 

I I provided a cop y of the civil rig hts complaint 

filed on beh alf of his client J ] complaint number, 

I The complaint which was hand delivered to the 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION office is attached and made a 
part hereto. 


b3 -2 
b6 -2,-5 
b7C -2,-5 






b3 -2 
b6 -2 
b7C -2 



Investigation on 1 / 14 / 9 3 


at Chicago r Illinois 


File# 44A-CG-78234 




by SA 


Date dictated 1 / 15 / 9 3 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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ft7/ji-wilssupp.2 


THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT v— r? T \/ t? 

_NORTHSf^N DISTRICT OE. ILLINOIS K E. ^ C* I ^ C. I-' 
EASTERN DIVISION 


ANDREW WILSON, 


Pla in ti f f, 


CITY 0? CHICAGO, et al. 


jij 131?30 


) K. ST‘J.-.r.7 

) VJ>J~£P STATES D.'STRiCT c Jnt 

) No. S6 C 2560 

) 

) Judge Brian Barnett Duff 


^-•eiencants. 


CORRECTED AND VERIFIED SUPPLEMENTAL TILING 
IN CONFORMANCE WITH DIRECTION OF DISTRICT COURT 

Pursuant to the District Court's direction of July 13, 

1SS9, plaintiff Andrew Wilson hereby files the following 

attached materials. Said materials are the same as those 


n*- a -J- ^ s 1 c -f T -*% M - vr O , 1 O Ci .-i V s 

Wil 4 4 ^ J ^ ^ ^ ^ 




in that counsel inadvertently filed a second copy of Document 
#1, p.l, mismarxed as Document #5, p.l, rather than the actual 
Document #5, p.l. In this corrected filing counsel has substi¬ 
tuted the actual Document ro, p.l as described in paragraph 
#5 below, this being a true copy of the actual letter received 
by counsel in the Police Department envelope postmarked 
3/15/39. These materials are: 

#1) First Letter, from anonymous police source, and enve¬ 
lope in which it was enclosed, postmarked February 2, 1SS9; 

#2) Advertisement dated February 7, 1989, placed in 

Southtown Economist in response to First Letter, and Invoice 
for Ad; 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-703 mbifb 











m 


=3) Second Letter from anonymous police source/ and enve- 


lc>o5 in which it was enclosed/ dated March 6/ 1; 


£4) Second Southtowh Economist Ad', dated March 14, 1959; 


#5) Third Letter from anonymous police source and enve¬ 


lope in which it was enclosed, postmarked March 15, 1939; 


=6) #hcne message, dated March 15, 1939 from anonymous 


oolice source; 


# 7) Fourth Letter from anonymous police source, and 


envelooe in which it was enclosed, dated June 15, 1939. 


iesoectfullv submitted, 


)ated: June 12, 1990 


JOHN L. STAIlvTHOR?/ ( 
JEFFREY H. HAA^ y 
343 S. Dearborn #1507 
Chicago, IL -•60504 
•(312) 653-5045 


Attorneys for Plaintiff 


VERIFICATION 


1/ G, Flint Taylor, on oath, do hereby verify that the 
attached documents are true and accurate copies of what they 
purport to be, as more fully cescr^^^n ^ageon^^r^'^.. 


G./flint TAYI 


SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO 
before me this 12th cay 
®f June, 1990* 




NOT:^. PUBLIC 


omOALStiL 
JILIIWLIS 

VOUET PJSUC STATE OP ILLDfOa 
KI COtOflSSIOK EXP. AUG. 
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<>ji)lo • m Lmw 0, 
’• IJLiit; 
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doily-. 

OCTtfTOW 

- — economist newspapers 


:r Com.Ti’jnity Nev.-spepers, Inc. 

byih Harig.-n Avenus • Chicago • 5DSS3 
SS-ESDO 


CHICAGO. IL S0S03 


CLASSIFIED'ADVERTISING INVOICE 



~=r-i'.yA-5 \ 


CHICASO 


RETAIN' rDR YO'JR RECCROS 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 




•V y * £^*D***.*-* • 

•> -t- 




' y; •;-V;'¥§-w-^^c}48(fbi)-708 












• V.' . .. mm. .. 

-#—--#-- . - ■ 

V ..«• -'n I*- v£.s. A- iittlff-to. &bvicuff» ^t»c7t I. ttll y^u I 

r.ttd tD V-T-Jv if irycse vill *v*r sts these letters. 

• VV-ld vcu zli--- isother id in the perscnil celucn ind insver the fellc'‘rng c'-ecticrs. 

';*.A=dre£c"th:ri'd-fo ry-- 

-ll Vill. the letters, erer. be chcva_ to. ir.ycne_ other_tht3. yc*j_ ir,d_the. ether tttcrrey]s_ _ 
in venr li«‘ firs? Ves cr no. 


2. Vill the letters ever be referred to in court or in deoesitions? Tes or so. 

I believe th.t I hive'leirned" sonethisg thit* vill* blc.-the*lid off of. your cise.* Tcu--" •• 
shsuld check for other cise s wh ich Lt. 3 urr e vis soe sc sed cf seisg this devices. I 
believe thit he stir'ted right ifter beccsir.r a detective rsjiy yttrs trc. I vill sst 
• cite isy scecifics until I an assured that .these letters are set going to be used e*.’er. 

I have checked vho vas in Area 2 vhen this vas going cn and"have‘s’e^e cements on"the 
-petple assigned.-Yeu-lust-reserber- that-they-all-knew as-tidall of. the State's Attornevs 

. * b ♦ - * * 

JT j***^*** *. k. to «■>.«. s 

Surge's Asskickers 

Sgt '■’^ack nj~ne (his'nain'tan-ch'eck" his'I.O"re*cord r ‘ . * 

Set George oasil- (his clcse.friend) 

'Set Pete Signan----—- - 

Set Prank Glyrj 

-^ot Prtd lill (his invoment'ret'hia'a" ;- 5 ice" job-at* 2nth-St).... . 

Pet John Pals nine 


Pet John Yucaiti. 


Veak li.tks 

p£t /rank lee (vent to Area 3 ts get avay frea 5uf^) ..... 

ogt ooe ?Cclan (3urg^ duEned^.ir) 

ogt .Mils Zckj (r, Burge ccnstantly^'*^*^”arru’ing”and* ba’ckH'ac-'oing'e'scbrcther) 

Perrj (P-^ge furred hir) 

sgt Pea 2-ennett (an atterney and'h^and" ^urrF^ bTeke un vitn "sene'ancer) 

(talks al.o _ ” * 

let Pobert K'dak 

(Burge* hated her because-’she'‘va5~a“vonan) —---- - 

^tll ICushmsr (escaped because of 3urce aad oyrne) 

'0w /rank ^averty :-:--—----i• -- 

>et 'Valter Young 

‘it John: KeCabe --- --- -.—-. 


5/,it* ^ot .Pca_KcKfcnna..hs_.ct nothing to de at al_l_v-sth _the_ beating^reur 

^-e^v, .5.^3. client vas beat after he confessed because ^urge and cernany vere shoviri 
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0T£-(igd)8«)#-^-6l 


































































































' ^ f ^ * V ^v? ^**/ * 


• Kr.‘?Ijler;1:;‘>v':- ^ •' . 

. . ,»-i«.-iv ^^ r.“ ' 

*** V ■ . '. ' . * 

.-■'’As I^haVe, said prcviouEly I do not vant to be involved in this affRir, 

That is'why” I ashed for the reassurance that these letters would be kept private. 

I do not wish to be shunned like Officer Laverty has been since he co-cperated 
with you., - — - 

The following points should be nade. 

Burge hates black people and is an ego r.aniac. Be would do antyhing to furthur 
hirself. ' 

Alnost all of the detectives and police officers involved know, the Wilson's did 
the aurders but they do not approve cf the beatings and torture.' 

Ko one wants to see the Wilson’s get any soney but they would like to see the 
fasilies of the pclice officers get any funds that the Wilson's get. 

HcKtrna and O'lafe did nothing at all. They have never been involved in those 
type of activities. 

I advise you to innediately intervirw a J^elvin Jones who is in the Cook County 
‘^ail on a aur&er charge.. le is being re-tried in •'^arkhas. When you speak with his 
corpare the dates froa 'i$S 2 and you will see why it is isportant. 
fou will also find that the States Attorney knew that he was con-plaining and that 
is why his charges were drcpped then. That decision was r^ide in the top levels 
at 26 th and California. 

There is something elso byt I aa not quite sure of the facts’if you need it contact 
ne by the szae r-eans. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


^ P'S- 


CsikA^hi 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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FBI 


TRANSMIT VIA: 

□ Teletype 
CH Facsimile 
B AIRTEL 

□ UNCLAS 

Date 1/15/93 


PRECEDENCE: 
n Immediate 
Q Priority 
CD Routine 


CLASSIFICATION: 

□ TeP - SECRET 

□ "^CRET 

□ CONFIDENTI AL 

□ UNCLAS E F T O 


TO 


FROM 


DIRECTOR, FBI (44A-CG-78234) 

(ATTN: CIVIL RIGHTS UNIT) 

SAC, CHICAGO (44A-CG-78234) (SQ. 12) 


//f3 


SUBJECT : UNSUB(S); 

COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICER, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
CHICAGO. ILLINOIS: 

[ VICTIM; 

CIVIL RIGHTS;- 

OO: CHICAGO 


b3 -2 
b6 -2 
b7C - 


Reference Chicago airtel to the Bureau, dated 8/25/92. 

Enclosed for the Bureau is the original and two (2) 
copies of a Letterhead Memorandum (LHM) with attached copies 
of three (3) local newspaper articles all dated 1/14/93, 
concerning captioned investigation. 

_ Also, enclosed is a copy of a Civil Complaint, 1 I 

I I filed at the UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS, Eastern Division. 


O ne copy of t he LHM, with attachments and Civil 
[was furnished to the UNITED STATES 


Complaint 

ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, Chicago, Illinois. 


b3 -2l 

b6 -2I 

b7C -2 


3\ - Bureau (Enel. 4) (w/3 Attachments) 

- Chicago 
JLS:rcb 

(5) Ji 


WA- 


SEARCHED. 

SERiAUZI 


N INDCYPn 


-Uf 


:HED , - INDEX ED 

FiiEp y^ 


JAN 1 5 1333 


HBI - CHiCTii 




Approved: 


Transmitted 


Per 


(Number) (Time) 


19-c:v-4048(FBI)-717 







U.S* Department of Justice 




Federal Bureau of Investigation 


In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 


Chicago, Illinois 60604 


January 15, 1993 


COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICER, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 


VICTIM; 


b6 -2 


CIVIL RIGHTS 


b7C -2 


P b3 -2 

b6 -2,-5,-6 

I advised that he^^*^ -2,-5,-6 
wHo allecfes that his 


IS representing _ I who allecfes that nis 

civil rights were violate d whenF 

by Area III detectives on | [ advised 

that he was working with As sistant Coot County Public Defender, 

Iwho represented! 

__ I stated that th ey 

agreed not to letl~ 

i He furt her 

advised that they plan to | 1 

_I therefore, he will have him available for interviews by 

the FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI) during the week of 
January 17-23, 1993. 


b6 -5 


On January 14, 1993, had a messenger to hand 

deliver a copy of the above civil complaint,| |to the 

FBI office, Chicago, Illinois. 


b7C -5 
b3 -2 


On January 15, 1993,|_| -4,-5 | 

CHICAGO POLICE BOARD, 1121 South State Street. Ro om 603, Chicago, -4,-£ 

Illinois 60605, telephone number [ I advised that the 

Board has not reached a final decision regarding the JON BURGE 


case. 


3 - Bureau , 

1 - USA Chicago (ATTN; AUSA 

2 - Chicago (44A-CG-78234) ^ 
JLS/jls 

( 6 ) 


b6 -3 


b7C -3 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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44A-CG-78234 


Chicago will continue to monitor the Chicago Police 
Board hearings and report its final decision regarding captioned 
case to the Bureau. 








-1993 '15,:52- : FROM ^PJ-•> 




• • ..^TQ-;-'., 


i l iilll i||]i i i i i lil i ii• 




\ FfleCEDENCE 

tuimediate 
; ^ 4 }'- Priority 
/ Routina 


FBIFACSIMILE 

COVERSHEET 

CLASSIFICAVON 

□ Top Secret 
n Secret 

n Confidential 

□ Sensitive 
Unclassified 


Time Transmitted: 
Sender's IniVals: — 
Number of Pages: ^ 


To: '■ _ 

.^.= (NOMeqfOf^j ^ 

' Facsimiie number:. _Lc2!._?rJ— LS. ^ 

‘ . ■ Attn: - 


3 : i > - V 


j^l^phonoNo.) 


y ( From: ; __ 1 


f6-tFQ> ■ Cm u U ni t 


(NomeofOff^) 







, b6 -1,-2.- 
'■b7C - 1 ,- 2 ;..: 


Special Handling Instruct 


a- C6,- 7£?:3V^-., 





-• L 




^ ‘ .Or/g/riafqr’S |_ 

^ i ■ ‘OHgihator'.s facsimile Number:-!, 


,SWRCHED_^<a^'lNDEXE^ 

SERlALIZEDisiJiBi^lt^O 

■ JAli 1 5 1993 


:rBi/DOj, 










ai Ji;iN-15-1993 15:53 FROM ^CPU 



■lillMIIIMIIIBiiiB j 

.. \r^ 

U.S. Department of Justice '( 


t ^-si* ' 


Fedefal Bureau of Investigation , 


In'Reply. Please Refer »o 
File Nq. 


Chicago, Illinois 60604 
August 25, 1992 


UlIKNOWN SUBJECT(S) i 
COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICERS, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 

_ r^uTt^T^an _ tt.t.tnq ts ; 

• VICTIM; 
CIVI L RIGHTS 


On August 19, 1992/ 


I telftphons miititoerl 
[Judge WALTER WILLIAMS grantee 


b6 -2 
. b7C -2 

b3 '- 2 ! 

'■h6 -2,-5 
• b7C -2,-5 


I [ since the State*s attorneys were not prepared and 

refused to argue the motion. 

advised that the State's refusal to argue the 
motion prevented the charges of torture by Area III Violent 
^ Crimes Detective from being aired in cou rt. She advised that she 
had a31 of her witnesses present. ] stated that she saw 

' ’ and thought the State had all of their witnesses present. 

However,' when the State’s attorneys went before the court and 
ashed for a continuance for several reasons. Judge WILLIAMS 
rejected ail of them. He stated that both sides has had 10 
months to this case, therefore, to delay the hearing, 

just becaus e one o f the several police officers is not present'i's 
ridiculous, jjadvised that the State plans to appeal Judge’ 
WILLIAMS ruling on August 31, 1992. . ; 


b6 -5 
b7C -5 


_ _ f b3 -2';>|"‘-'<-' 'I 

I She stated be - 2 ,- 5,-6 

that this suit. will probably be filed by the end of August, 1992 .b 7 c - 2 ,- 5,-6 

If'jrther advised that although I will , 

represent i I she is still his criminal/ attorney and' 

sees no reason why the civil suit should interfere wit h the _ !■ ' 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION»s request to interview^ ' . 


■This.docuient contains r^itbec recomnenctottoiK ner'-eoncluston$ 0# the fBl. .'It the property of 
'ryeur'agency; ft end ftCricoritents are net td ba dfstr'fUited outride yeur'agency. 


the fst and >s loaned to 


19-cv-4CM8CFBI)-728 
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- 1 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date 


of transcription 1/13/93 


numberl 1 

1 advised that he is representing! 


Iwho alleges that his civil rights were 

violated when 
detectives on] 
working with i 
who represente 

1bv Area III 

1 advised that he was 

Vssistant Cook Countv Public Defender 1 

_1 

1 1 stated that thev 

aareed not to let 


b3 -2 

b6 -2,-5,-6 
b7C -2,-5,-6 


He 


further ad vised that they plan to | _ 

I therefore, he will have him available for interviews by 


] 


the FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI) during the week of 
January 17-23, 1993 


Investigation on 1 /13 / 93 


by SA 


at Chicago, Illinois 


JLS:rcb 


File# 44A-CG-78234 


Date dictated 1 / 13 /93 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 
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# 

Memorandum 



To 


From 


SA| 

SQUSITT? 


SSA 


(SQUAD 12) 


Subject: FBIHQ PROGRAM REVIEW; 

CIVIL RIGHTS PROGRAM 


Date 1/15/93 


b6 -1 I 
b7C -1 


Chicago received a 


For the information of SA 

facsimile from the Civil Rights Unit at FBiHQ on 1/14/93 which 
outlined those cases that HQ is interested in updating through 
submission of a report. This list is a result of the Civil 
Rights Unit's regular internal program review. Those cases on 
this list addressed by you are listed below. This data is from 
FBIHQ computer studies and may be incorrect. Please check and if 
more recent communications have been sent to HQ, please advise me 
as soon as possible. If you have not responded to HQ since the 
date listed as the "last communication" below, please do so now. 
Your attention to this matter is appreciated. 


b6 -1 I 
b7C -1 


File Number 

44A-78234 

44A-86760 


Initial 

Communication 

10/16/90 

6/5/92 


Last 

Communication 

9/4/92 

10/23/92 


Victim 
Last Name 

Burge Case 
Cook County 



SA 

44k--^8234 

44A-86760 

44-0 


/MRZ 




SEARCHED. 

SERIALIZE! 


-INDEXEJ 

.FILED 


JAN 1 5 1993 

CHICAGO 




b6 -1 
b7C -1 
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FBI 


"1 


TRANSMIT VIA: 
CD Teletype 
d Facsimile 
E AIRTEL 


PRECEDENCE: 
□ Immediate 
CD Priority 
CH Routine 


CLASSIFICATION: 
□~T Or SECRET 

□ SECRET 
□- eofff^^)E^^IAL 

□ UNCLAS E F T O 

□ UNCLAS 


Date 2/8/93 


TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT 


DIRECTOR, FBI (44A-CG-78234) 

(ATTN: CIVIL RIGHTS UNIT) 

SAC, CHICAGO (44A-CG-78234) (SQ. 12) 

UNSUB(S); 

COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 

CHICAGO POLICE OFFICER, 

CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 

PWTPacn_TT.T.TKTOT.c; ♦ 


\- VICTIM; 


CIVIL RIGHTS; 
OO: CHICAGO 


Reference Chicago airtel to the Bureau, dated 1/15/93 

Enclosed for the Bureau is the original and two (2) 
copies of a Letterhead Memorandum (LHM) concerning captioned 
investigation. 

One (1) copy of the LHM was furnished to the UNITED 
STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, Chicago, Illinois. 


3 - Bureau (End. 3) 
- Chicago 
JLS:rcb 
(5) 




SEARCHED .. INDEXPfTN 

serializeiODfiifLk 

FEB 0 9 1! 

FSI - CHICA 

^93 ■ 

GO 

... 




b6 -2 
b7C -2 


Approved: _ Transmitted _ Per 

(Number) (Time) ^ • 
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U.S. Department of Justice 



Federal Bureau of Investigation 


In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No, 


Chicago, Illinois 60604 
February 8, 1993 


UNKNOWN SUBJECT (S); 
COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICER, 
CHICAGO POT.TCR DEP ARTMENT; 


[- VICTIM; 
CIVIL RIGHTS 




b3 


1 

1- ■ 


telephone number 1_ 

_1 advised that his 

b7C 

1 


client 


I advised that it is too painful for 
nis ciienr wnen ne nas to recall or recount the event. 

Therefore, he requested that the OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS 
XOPSL_and the FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI) interview 
at the same time. 


On February 3, 1993J 


OPS, 


b3 -2 


a(5vi' se-(i that h p-r agency is very interested in getting a statement -2,-4 
from I I She advised that it would acceptable to her if the 


interview is conducted with OPS as the lead agency, the FBI as 
the lead agency or jointly. 


rAUSA^ 


On -p^b-rna-r^r 


.4, 1993, Assistant United States Attorney 


_ [ concurred that if it is at all possible, 

_ 1 should be interviewed independently by the FBI. However, 

since l I will only consent to one interview and since the FBI 

is not the l ^ad aaenq y, he would have no problem with OPS 


b3 -2 
b6 -2, 
b7C -2 


interviewing 
obtaining OPS' recor 


land 
us vi 


thereafter the 
via a subpoena. 


Federal Government 


3 - Bureau (Enel. 3) 

1 - USA, Chicago (ATTN 

2 - Chicago (44A-CG-78^3^ 
JLS:rcb 
( 6 ) 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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1 




44A-CG-78234 


Chicago will continue to monitor the Chicago police 
Board hearings as well as the OPS investigation regarding the new 
allegations concerning captioned matter. 


2 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription 


2/18/93 


_ CHICAGO POLICE BOARD, 

1121 Sout h State Street ^ Room 603, Chicago, Illinois 60605, 


b6 -4,-5,-7 
b7C -4,-5,-7 


telephone^ 


advised that the CHICAGO POLICE BOARD 
hearings are a matter of public record, therefore he released the 
attached copy of their Findings & Decision report regarding the 
charges a gainst Commander JON BURGE, case number 91-1856, 


Detective 


case number 91-1858. 


case number 91-1857, and Detective 


fhucs: Pt>. 


T 


Investigation on 2/16/93 

by _SA 


_at Chicago. Illinois 


File # 44A-CG-78234 


Date dictated 2/18/93 




b6 -1 
b7C -1 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 

19-cv-4CM8(FBI)-741 






BEFORE THE POLICE BOARD OF THE CITY OF CHICAGO 





IN THE MATTER OF THE CHARGES FILED ) 

AGAINST COMMANDER JON BURGE, STAR NO. 338, ) NO. 91-1856 
DEPARTMENT OF POLICE, CITY OF CHICAGO, ) 

IN THE MATTER OF THE CHARGES FILED AGAINST ) 

DETECTIVE PATRICK O’HARA, STAR NO. 2888, ) NO. 91-1857 

DEPARTMENT OF POLICE, CITY OF CHICAGO, ) 

IN THE MATTER OF THE CHARGES FILED AGAINST ) 

DETECTIVE JOHN YUCAITIS, STAR NO. 7744, ) NO. 92-1858 

DEPARTMENT OF POLICE, CITY OF CHICAGO, ) 


FINDINGS & DECISION 


The Superintendent of the Chicago Police Department filed charges with the 
Police Board on November 12, 1991, seeking the dismissal of Commander Jon Burge, 
Detective John Yucaitis and Detective Patrick O’Hara (collectively "Respondents"). On 
February 14. 1982, the Respondents were involved in various aspects of the arrest and 
subsequent detention of Andrew Wilson. The police arrested Wilson as a suspect in the 
tragic murder on February 9, 1982, of two Chicago police officers, WiUiam Fahey and 
Richard O’Brien. Wilson liltimately was charged with and convicted of murdering the 
two police officers. In 1987, the Illinois Supreme Court reversed Wilson’s conviction. 
He subsequently was retried for the two murders and convicted once again. Wilson’s 
appeal of his second mvirder conviction is still pending in the Illinois Appellate Court. 

The Department’s charges arise from the Respondents’ alleged misconduct 
dirring the 15-hour period on the 14th-from approximately six o’clock in the morning 
until approximately nine o’clock in the evening~when Wilson was either being detained 
at Area 2 police headquarters, then located at 9059 S. Cottage Grove Ave., or was 


K25719-1 
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effectively in the custody of Area 2 officers. The basic substance of the Department’s 
two-pronged charges against Burge and Yucaitis is the same. First, the charges allege 
that Burge and Yucaitis, alone, in concert with one another or in concert with unnamed 
others, physically abused Wilson without justification while he was in custody. Second, 
the Department claims that although Burge and Yucaitis knew or had a reasonable 
basis for believing that one another or others were physically mistreating Wilson at 
Area 2, they failed to stop or report the mistreatment or obtain medical attention for 
him. 

The Department contends that the two prongs of the alleged misconduct by 
Burge and Yucaitis violated tlie following Departmental Rules: Rule 2-prohibiting any 
action or conduct impeding the Department’s efforts to achieve its policy and goals or 
discrediting the Department; Rule 5-requtring the performance of duties; Rule 6- 
prohibiting disobedience of an order or directive; Rule 8-prohibiting disrespecting or 
maltreatment of any person; Rule 9-prohibiting an unjustified verbal or physical 
altercation with any person; Rule 10-requiring attention to duty; and Rule 22-requiring 
the reporting of violations of Departmental Rules and Regulations or other improper 
conduct. 

The only variance in the charges against Bxirge and Yucaitis is that the 
Department also has filed a Rule 3 violation charge against Burge arising from his 
supervisory capacity as a Police Lieutenant and as a commanding officer of Area 2 
Violent Crimes as well. Rule 3 forbids any failure to promote the Department’s efforts 
to implement its policy or accomplish its goals. 
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Unlike Burge and Yucaitis, O’Hara is not charged with physically abusing 
Wilson. The Department charges O’Hara with knowing or having a reasonable basis 
for knowing about the alleged mistreatment of Wilson by Burge, Yucaitis or others and 
failing to stop mistreatment, or report it, or to obtain medical attention for Wilson. The 
Department charges O’Hara with violating Rules 2, 5, 6, 10 and 22. 

Burge, Yucaitis and O’Hara, individually and collectively, vehemently deny any 
active of passive misconduct with respect to their treatment of Wilson. Although the 
Department filed separate charges against each of the Respondents, they agreed to have 
their cases consolidated before the Board for a single hearing. 

The record in this case is the most volximinous in the Police Board’s history. It 
consists of over 3800 pages of live testimony and argument presented to the Board’s 
hearing officer, scores of exhibits, numerous motions and several thousand pages of 
testimony from related proceedings dating back to 1982, including the initial criminal 
action against Wilson for the murders of Fahey and O’Brien and his civil lawsuit first 
filed in 1986 seeking damages from the Respondents and the City. We chart our course 
through this massive record and most unfortunate case by summarizing those key facts 
about which there is little or no dispute, and which frame the controverted issues in the 
case. We then summarize the major areas of evidence that the parties’ contend support 
their respective theories of the case. We next move to resolve the parties’ dispositive 
motions in the case, i.e., motions concerning factual and legal matters that could 
determine the outcome of the entire case and the motions concerning primarily 
evidentiary and procedural matters which are not outcome determinative of the case 
per se. Finally, we present the Board’s resolution of the case. 
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I. 

UNCONTESTED FACTS 
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On February 9, 1982, at approximately two o’clock in the afternoon, Chicago 
police officers William Fahey and Richard O’Brien stopped a brown Chevrolet in the 
8100 block of S. Morgan Ave. Respondent Officers’ Exhibit 25A. Fahey and O’Brien 
ordered Jackie Wilson to step outside the vehicle, while Andrew Wilson remained 
inside. Defendant OflBcers’ Exhibit 16A. A scuffle occurred between Andrew Wilson 
and one of the officers. This scuffle led to Andrew Wilson shooting both police officers 
with Fahey’s weapon. Andrew Wilson took the service revolvers of Fahey and O’Brien 
and drove off. An alert and brave citizen noticed two men entering the brown Chevrolet 
and drive away. He then noticed two police officers lying on the ground. He used their 
squad car radio to notify the police that two police officers had been shot. Numerous 
police officers responded to the call. Unfortunately, the lives of Fahey and O’Brien 
could not be saved. 

Later in the day. Lieutenant Bxirge took charge of Area 2’s investigation into the 
murders of Fahey and O’Brien. Burge Tr. 2420-2421, 2555-2556. Burge describes 
himself as a hands-on supervisor. He joined the Department in 1970 and became the 
Commanding Officer of the Area 2 Violent Crimes unit in October 1981. Brurge Tr. 
2391, 2398. In that capacity, Bmge was responsible for supervising investigations by 
approximately 50 detectives in Area 2. The Department had not disciplined Burge in 
any manner prior to suspending him in this case and had commended him for his work 
on several occasions. Burge Tr. 2401-2402. 
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Detectives Yucaitis and O’Hara were under Burge’s command in Area 2 . 
Yucaitis became a Chicago police officer in 1964. Yucaitis Tr. 1689-1694. The 
Department’s only disciplinary action taken against Yucaitis was a two-day suspension 
in 1965 for an automobile accident. Yucaitis has received Departmental honors on 
more than 80 occasions. Yucaitis has known, worked with and been friends with Burge 
since the early 1970’s. Yucaitis Tr. 1749. O’Hara joined the Department in 1962. 
O’Hara Tr. 1843. O’Hara has received some Departmental honors over the years. The 
record does not disclose his prior disciplinary history, but the Board’s records, which 
go back for five years, disclose no disciplinary problems. O’Hara knew and worked with 
both Burge and Yucaitis dating back to the early 1970’s; at one point Yucaitis and 
O’Hara were partners. O’Hara Tr. 1637. 

The only matter that Burge worked on from February 9 to February 14 was the 
investigation into the homicides of Fahey and O’Brien. Burge Tr. 2421. As the 
supervisor, Burge typically did not personally take charge of investigations. Biurge Tr. 
2519-2520. This was the most important case Biurge had worked on in his career. 
Burge Tr. 2411. Burge worked day and night during this time, never went home and 
had little or no sleep. Burge Tr. 2428, 2436, 2438, 2470-2471. 

Oook Oounty Sheriffs Officer Lloyd Witcliff and Chicago Police Officer James 
Doyle had been shot dead while on duty in Area 2 within the two weeks prior to the 
murders of Fahey and O’Brien. Burge Tr. 2513-2516. This unfortunate sequence of 
events heightened the already strong sense of urgency felt by the police to apprehend 
the murderers of Fahey and O’Brien. Moreover, Biuge and other detectives working on 
the investigation had reason to believe that the gunman who murdered Fahey and 
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O’Brien acted deliberately; their murders were not the result of a struggle and an 
accidental discharge of Fahey’s weapon. Burge Tr. 2434 

By the early morning of February 13, 1982, several witnesses had come forward 
implicating Andrew Wilson and his brother Jackie Wilson in mirrders of Fahey and 
O’Brien. Burge Tr 2438-2443. Based upon information that they might find Andrew 
Wilson, Burge and other police officers went to Willie’s Beauty Salon at 1440 West 
115th Street on the 13th. Although the police did not find Wilson at the beauty salon, 
they did find the service revolvers of Fahey and O’Brien, along with a sawed-off shot 
gun. Defendant Officers’ Exhibit 25A. The sawed-off shot gun was one of the weapons 
fired during the Witcliff homicide. Burge Tr. 2515. In addition, the police also had 
reason to believe that Wilson was actively involved in a plan to help Edgar Hope escape 
from police custody, in Cook County Hospital, while Hope received medical attention. 
The police were guarding him as a suspect in Police Officer Doyle’s murder. O’Hara Tr. 
1847. 


During the afternoon of the 13th, O’Hara and Detective Thomas McKenna took 
a statement regarding the Fahey and O’Brien minders from Donald White. 
Respondents’ Exhibit 50. Burge was present when the statement was taken. Binge Tr. 
2561. White’s statement further implicated the Wilson brothers in the two murders. 
O’Hara also asked White, "Have any promises or threats been made to you to make this 
statement?" White responded, "No". 

By February 14, Burge and the other detectives working on the Fahey and 
O’Brien case realized that Andrew Wilson had been identified in a line-up conducted in 
December, 1981, by Detectives Thomas McKenna and Fred Hill, both under Burge’s 
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command, as the perpetrator of the World Camera armed robbery on December 3, 
1981, at 115th S. Michigan Ave. Department Exhibit 31; Burge Tr. 2534-2535. Wilson 
was on parole for another armed robbery at the time of the World Camera line-up; and 
as a suspect in the World Camera case, Wilson became a parole violator who could have 
been held without bond. Burge Tr. 2539-2545. However, because of an unexplained 
glitch, Wilson was released on bond as a suspect in the World Camera case. Now that 
Wilson was a prime suspect in the Fahey and O’Brien murders, Burge was annoyed at 
Hill and McKenna for having permitted Wilson to slip through their hands. 

Burge. McKenna, O’Hara, Deputy Superintendent McCarthy and numerous 
assisting officers arrested Wilson on February 14, 1982, at approximately 5:15 a.m. in 
an apartment located at 5301 W. Jackson. Defendant Officers’ Exhibit 25A; Binge Tr. 
2548. Wilson, who was bom in 1952, has had limited formal education and is 
functionally illiterate. Wilson Tr. 166-167. Wilson was on parole for armed robbery 
when he was arrested, having served seven years in jail on a sentence of six to eighteen 
years for his conviction in 1975. Wilson’s criminal record includes at least a half-dozen 
additional instances when he was convicted dating back to 1969, and he was either 
incarcerated or given probation. Respondent Officers’ Exhibit 144. His offenses 
included unlawful use of a weapon, theft, burglary and possession of marijuana. 

When Andrew Wilson was arrested, Deputy Superintendent McCarthy and 
Sergeant Brannigan grabbed Wilson and threw him to the floor. Burge Tr. 2450-2451; 
McCarthy Tr. 5500. While Wilson was on the floor, Burge placed his knee on the small 
of Wilson’s back and the other knee on the back of Wilson’s head. Burge also testified 
that the police were not trying to be gentle because they knew Wilson had a gun. 
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Brannigan and McCarthy then handcuffed Wilson behind his back. Wilson didn’t hit 
any furniture; he went straight to the floor. The Department is not contending that the 
police’s handling of Wilson at the arrest scene constituted physical mistreatment. 

When the police ari'ested Andrew Wilson, he didn’t have a shirt on. McCarthy 
Tr. 5501; Wilson Tr. 68. Wilson Tr. 6972. There were no marks, bumps, cuts or blood 
on his chest or head. McCarthy Tr. 5501; Karl Tr. 4023. Wilson’s gym bag was 
recovered from the apartment where he was arrested. Karl Tr. 3999-4003. The gym 
bag contained a loaded gun and several rounds of extra ammunition. Burge Tr. 2452; 
Wilson Tr. 69-70; Yucaitis Tr. 1846; O’Hara Tr. 1903-1904. 

Yucaitis and O’Hara were among the arresting police officers at the scene of 
Wilson’s arrest who were not physically involved in the arrest, Yucaitis Tr. 1700-1706; 
O’Hara Tr. 1843-1846. Yucaitis was not involved with the Fahey and O’Brien 
investigation prior to the 14th and had started work that day at about 12:30 a.m. 
Yucaitis Tr. 1695-97. Detectives Karl. Bajenski, Pienta and Yucaitis transported Wilson 
in a squad car to Area 2. Karl 5628; Yucaitis Tr. 1710. He remained handcuffed 
behind his back on the trip. 

Before the police transported Wilson from the arrest scene to Area 2, Burge told 
Yucaitis words to the effect: "Don’t let anybody get to him. Don’t let nobody talk to 
him. Treat him right." Yucaitis Tr. 1711, 1771; Burge Tr. .2560-2561. Burge was 
concerned that because Wilson had killed two police officers, other police officers might 
want to take out revenge against Wilson. 
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Andrew Wilson arrived at Area 2 after his arrest shortly after 6:00 a.m. on 
February 14, 1982. O’Hai'a Tr. 1850. He was taken to the second floor at Area 2. 
Burge and O’Hara arrived at Area 2 sometime after 6 o’clock on the morning of the 
14th. O’Hara Tr. 1850. Burge assigned Yucaitis, Karl and David Diguandi to be outside 
the room where Wilson was being held on the second floor of Area .2 and make sure no 
unauthorized persons entered the room, Yucaitis Tr. 1725;' Karl Tr. 4039. 

Former Assistant State’s Attorney Paul Nealis, who is now a Circuit Court Judge, 
had been with police investigating the Fahey and O’Brien murders since the 12th and 
traveled to the scene of Wilson’s arrest with Burge. Nealis Tr. 2179-2180. Nealis, who 
also is a former Chicago police officer, left the arrest scene and arrived at Area 2 with 
police officers at approximately 6:00 a.m. He remained at Area 2 until shortly after 
Andrew Wilson was taken to the Area 1 line-up at approximately 3:00 p.m. Nealis Tr. 
2187. Nealis had no formal role in the murder investigation or questioning of suspects. 
Nealis Tr. 2191. 

Assistant State’s Attorney Larry H 3 mian was called at home at 8:30 a.m. and 
arrived at Area 2 at approximately between 9:15 and 9:30 a.m. Hyman Tr. 1140-1141. 
Another Assistant State’s Attorney, Kathleen Wamick, arrived at Area 2 approximately 
between 9:00 and 10:00 a.m. and stayed until approximately 4:00 p.m., mostly in the 
large open room on the second floor. Wamick Tr. 5591, 5597. But Wamick never saw 
Andrew or Jackie Wilson and was not involved when Hyman took their statements. 
Wamick Tr. 5607, 5612-5613, 5616-5617. 

Michael Hartnett, a licensed court reporter employed by the State’s Attorney’s 
Office who took the statements of Andrew and Jackie Wilson and other witnesses, 
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arrived at Area 2 between 10:00 and 10:30 a.m. on February 14, 1982. Hartnett Tr. 
4902; O’Hara Tr. 1870. After Jackie Wilson arrived at Area 2, he gave an oral 
statement to O’Hai'a at 10:15 a.m. Respondent Exhibit 25A. 

Andrew Wilson’s fingerprints were taken by evidence technician Tim McKeough 
at approximately 11:30 a.m. on February 14, 1982 in an interview room at Area 2. 
McKeough Tr. 2725-2730. Wilson was in the interview room by himself handcuffed to 
a ring in the wall when McKeough took the fingerprints. McKeough saw Burge, Yucaitis 
and O’Hara in the large common room outside of the interview room. McKeough Tr. 
2738. 


Larry Hyman took a court reported statement from Jackie Wilson at 12:20 p.m. 
in the Case Management Office at Area 2. Defendant Officers’ Exhibit 16A; Hartnett Tr. 
4908. Michael Hartnett was the court reporter and Detective McKenna was present. 
The statement was completed at 12:43 p.m. Among other things, the statement reflects 
Andrew Wilson as the triggerman in the slaying of O’Brien and Fahey. There is nothing 
in Jackie Wilson’s statement indicating that the statement was given voluntarily and 
free of threats or coercion. Hartnett took a Polaroid photograph of Jackie Wilson at 
2:15 p.m. Defendant Officers’ Exhibit No. 16B; Hartnett Tr. 4908. 

Burge went to Police Headquarters at 11th and State for a press conference at 
approximately 12:30 and arrived approximately between 1:15 and 1:30 p.m. on 
February 14, 1982. Burge Tr. 2474-2487. The press conference lasted until 2:30 p.m. 
After speaking with then Superintendent Richard Brzeczek and ofEicers in the detective 
division, Burge went to Area 1 (51st and the Dan Ryan) where a lineup was being held. 
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He arrived approximately between 3:15 and 3:30 p.m. Burge returned to Area 2 
between approximately 5:30 and 6:00 p.m. Burge Tr. 2487. 

Larry Hyman and Kathleen Wamick took a statement from Derrick Martin at 
3:30 p.m. on February 14. 1982 in the Records Office at Area 2 which was completed 
at 4:00 p.m. Def. Off. Ex. 35; Hartnett Tr. 4911-4913; Wamick Tr. 5594-5596. 
Hartnett transcribed the statement. Among other things, Martin’s statement reflected 
a conversation with Andrew Wilson in which Wilson admitted shooting O’Brien and 
Fahey. The statement also reflected H 5 mian asking Martin whether he was giving the 
statement voluntarily and under his own free will, and Martin responded "Yes." 

Andrew Wilson left Area 2 to go to lineup at Area 1 at approximately 3:00 p.m. 
on Febmary 14, 1982. O’Hara Tr. 1881. Wilson was transported by two uniformed 
police officers in a squadrol. Jackie Wilson was transported to Area 1 by O’Hara and 
Detective Thomas McKenna. Yucaitis left Area 2 at approximately 3 o’clock in the 
afternoon of the 14th, went home and did not return that day. Yucaitis Tr. 1749-1742, 
1753-1754. 

Hill arrived at Area 1 at approximately 4:00 p.m. and helped conduct the line-up. 
Hill Tr. 3804-3807. The lineup with Andrew Wilson was held at 4:35 p.m. at Area 1. 
Respondent Officers’ Exhibit 100; O’Hara Tr. 1881. Burge was present at the line-up. 
Burge Tr. 2476-2482. Photographs were taken of Wilson and others in the lineup. 
Exhibits 36, 37, 38. Detectives O’Hara and McKenna transported Andrew Wilson from 
Area 1 back to Area 2 in an unmarked police car. O’Hara Tr. 1889-91. They arrived 
at Area 2 at approximately 5:30 p.m. O’Hara Tr. 1889-91. 
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Wilson gave Hyman and O’Hara a statement in an Area 2 interview room, 
transcribed by court reporter Hartnett, confessing his role as the triggerman in the 
slaying of O’Brien and Fahey at 6:05 p-.m. Wilson completed his statement at 6:25 p.m. 
Respondent Ex. 17; Hyman Tr. 1189-1196; O’Hara Tr. 1915-1919; Hartnett Tr. 4914- 
4916. There is nothing in Andrew Wilson’s statement indicating that it was given 
voluntarily and free of threats or coercion. There was a radiator in the interview room. 

Hartnett took a color Polaroid photograph of Andrew Wilson in Area 2 on 
February 14, 1982 at 8:30 p.m. Defendants’. Exhibit 18; Hartnett Tr. 4916-4918. 
Hyman and O’Hara were present when the photo was taken and witnessed it. Hyman 
Tr. 1198; O’Hara Tr. 1920-1922. Hartnett saw Andrew Wilson for the last time at 
approximately between 8:45 to 9:30 p.m. Hartnett Tr. 4933. 

Someone from Area 2 called the Department’s communications section for a 
squadrol and Officers Ferro and Mulvaney responded, picking up Wilson between 9:00 
and 9:30 p.m. O’Hara Tr. 1924-1925. Ferro retired as a police officer in 1983 and 
moved to Florida. Ferro Tr. 4. Mulvaney committed suicide shortly after Ferro retired 
in June 1983. Ferro Tr. 7-8. When Ferro and Mulvaney picked up Wilson, Burge was 
in the interview room. Ferro Tr. 12. There are no radiators in the back of the squadrol. 
Ferro Tr. 28. Wilson did not resist being placed in the back of the squadrol or try to 
escape. Ferro Tr. 18, 34. 

Andrew Wilson was taken to the lock-up at 11th and State from Area 2 by Ferro 
and Mulvaney on February 14, 1992, but he was rejected because of his physical 
condition. Ferro Tr. 29-32. There was a radiator on the way from the prisoner loading 
dock at 11th & State to the lock-up. Tr. 2711. The precise time that Wilson was 
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rejected at the lock-up is not clear; but this presumably occxrrred sometime after 
approximately 9:00 to 9:30 p.m. when O’Hara testified that the wagonmen picked up 
Wilson and 10:45 p.m. when Wilson was admitted to Mercy Hospital. 

Ferro and Mulvaney took Andrew Wilson to Mercy Hospital where he was 
admitted at 10:45 p.m. and given a short physical examination by Dr. Geoffrey Kom. 
Def. Aff. 58 PI. 2-F. Wilson remained at Mercy Hospital at least until 11:40 p.m. 

During the course of Dr. Korn’s examination of Andrew Wilson on the evening 
of the 14th, he observed: (1) numerous red scratches or linear marks along the chest; 
(2) scratches on the right shoulder; (3) a long wound on Wilson’s right thigh which Dr. 
Kom characterized as a second degree bmn; (4) a braise under Wilson’s right eyelid and 
redness on the surface of the right eye; (5) cuts on the forehead and a cut on the back 
of the head; and 6) two 8 centimeter long linear abrasions on Wilson’s right cheek. 
Kora Tr. 2807-2808, 2811, 2813, 2814; Def. Off. 58 PI. 2-F. Patricia Crossen, a Mercy 
Hospital nurse who assisted Dr. Kom and examined Andrew Wilson herself, observed 
the same injuries to Wilson on the night of the 14th that Dr. Kom observed. Crossen 
Tr. 1837-1842. In Ferro’s deposition testimony presented to the Board, he denied that 
he or Mulvaney physically abused Wilson. However, the Department and the 
Respondents are in agreement that at least some of Wilson’s injuries are attributable 
to turn being physically abused by Ferro or Mulvaney. Wilson Tr. 580; Reidy Closing 
Argument Tr. 3426; Kunkle Closing Argument Tr. 3589. 

Ferro and Mulvaney took Andrew Wilson back to 11th and State after Dr. Kom 
examined him; Dr. Kora refused to treat him because Ferro and Mulvaney had their 
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guns out. Kora Tr. 2805, 2821-2822; Def. Off. 58, PI. 2-F. There are no radiators or 
other heating units in the cells at 11th & State. Migliere Tr. 31-32. 

On Fehruaiy 15,1982, Barbara Sternberg, an assistant public defender for Cook 
County, met with Andrew Wilson at the Cook County Criminal Court Building, 26th 
and California at approximately 9:00 a.m. Steinberg Tr. 2017, 2025. She met with 
Wilson prior to a bond hearing. Andrew Wilson told Steinberg that he had beeii 
electrically shocked and beaten while in custody at a police station. Steinberg Tr. 2019, 
2032. She observed damage to Wilson’s face and chest and abdominal areas and 
requested the presiding Judge at the bond hearing to allow Andrew Wilson to receive 
medical attention. Steinberg Tr. 2017-2020. The Judge granted her request. 

Department’s Exhibits 33-00 and 33-00-1 with an intake number of 6120 is the 
intake photograph taken on the 15th of Andrew Wilson at Cook County Jail before he 
received medical attention. Jackie Wilson’s photograph has intake number 6121 and 
was taken at 10:01 a.m. Andrew Wilson was treated for his injuries by Dr. Stephen 
Goodman at Cermak Hospital, which is a part of the Cook County jail, at 10:55 a.m. on 
February 15, 1982. Respondent Officers Exhibit 59. Dr. John Raba saw Wilson and 
examined him at the Cook County Jail in the evening on February 15, 1982. Wilson 
was given outpatient medical treatment for his injuries from February 15, 1982 to 
March 3, 1982. 

On February 17, 1982, Dr. Raba wrote a letter to Police Superintendent Richard 
Brzeczek reflecting Andrew Wilson’s injuries. PI. lA.; Def. Off. 61. In addition to 
describing Dr. Raba’s findings from his examination of Wilson, the letter reflects 
Wilson’s statements to Dr. Raba that he had been pushed into a radiator and given 
- electrical shocks. Raba Tr. 692-695. On February 25,1982, Dr. Raba filed a complaint 
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with the Chicago Police Department alleging that the police had mistreated Wilson. 
Department Ex. 16. The Department, through its Office of Professional Standards 
(OPS), closed its initial investigation in 1985 because Wilson refused to cooperate. 

Dale Coventry, another assistant public defender assigned to represent Andrew 
Wilson, took photographs of his injuries at 3:00 p.m. on February 16, 1982. 
Respondent Officers’ Exhibit 126. Coventry took pictures, which are now the large 
blowups introduced into evidence as Department’s Exhibits 33GG and 33HH. Coventry 
Tr. 2084-2086. Wilson told Coventry that he had received the linear marks on the 
cheek, chest and legs when he was handcuffed and pressed up against a radiator at 
Area 2. Coventry 2087. He also told Coventry that he had been shocked by an 
electrical device while in custody at Area 2. 

On November 12,1982, Wilson testified in his criminal case connection with his 
Motion to Suppress his confession. Defendant Officer’s Exhibit 112. The Motion to 
Suppress was denied. Wilson testified at the suppression hearing that Burge and 
Yucaitis were among the police officers at Area 2 who tortured him using electrical 
shocking devices. Defendant Officers Ex. No. 112, Suppression Hearing Transcript at 
1145-1148, 1150-1152. Wilson was ultimately convicted of the murders of Officers 
Fahey and O’Brien and sentenced to death. 

On April 1, 1986, Andrew Wilson filed his first civil complaint seeking damages 
fi'om Burge for alleged mistreatment. Respondent Ex. 43. Yucaitis and O’Hara were 
not named as defendants until October 17, 1987, when Wilson filed an amended 
complaint. Respondent Ex. 117. 
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On April 2, 1987, the Illinois Supreme Court reversed Andrew Wilson’s initial 
conviction for murdering Fahey and O’Brien on the ground that Wilson’s confession, 
given at Area 2 between 6:05 and 6:30 p.m. on February 14, 1982, should not have 
been admitted into evidence. Department Ex. 23. The Supreme Court said the State 
had not met its burden of proving by clear and convmcing evidence that Wilson’s 
injuries were not inflicted as a means of producing the confession. Accordingly, the 
Cotut held that Andrew Wilson’s statement should have been suppressed as having 
been involuntarily given. The Court reasoned: 

Here it was- "conceded, or clearly established, that the 
defendant received injuries while in police custody," and the 
only question for proposes of our inquiry is when they were 
inflicted. Accordingly, "more than a mere denial by the 
police of coercion [was] required", and it was necessary for 
the State to show by clear and convincing evidence that the 
injuries did not occur before the defendant gave his 
confession. We do not believe that burden was met here. 

116 m.2d at 41, 506 N.E.2d at 576. 

The State retried and convicted Andrew Wilson of murdering Fahey and C’Brien in 
1988, without using his confession. 

The appeal of Andrew Wilson from his second conviction for murdering Fahey 
and O’Brien is still pending in the Illinois Appellate Court. The first civil trial before 
Judge Duff in federal court was held in February 1989 and resulted in a verdict in favor 
of the Respondents, except that the jxiry could not reach a verdict as to whether there 
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was a conspiracy to deprive Andrew Wilson of his civil rights and also on the 
substantive count against Burge. The second civil trial was held before Judge Diiff in 
August 1989, after which the Respondents were exonerated from personal liability for 
Wilson’s injuries. Memorandum in Opposition to Motion to Dismiss on Grounds of 
Collateral and Judicial Estoppel. Exhibit F, Verdict Form. Nevertheless, the jury found 
that the Department had a policy of abuse against persons charged with shooting police 
officers, and that Andrew Wilson’s civil rights were violated. However, the juiy did not 
find that Wilson’s civil rights were violated pursuant to the aforesaid policy. The jury 
did not award Wilson any monetary damages. Wilson’s appeal from the second civil 
verdict is pending before the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals. OPS reopened its 
investigation into the charges against the Respondents in 1989; after the second jury 
verdict in the civil trial, Wilson agreed to cooperate with OPS. 

II. 

THE DEPARTMENT’S THEORIES OF THE CASE 

The Department’s affirmative case against all three Respondents is based upon 
four principal areas of evidence: 1) Andrew Wilson’s testimony about the Respondents’ 
conduct on February 14, 1982; 2) the medical testimony of the Mercy Hospital 
physician and nurse who examined Wilson on the evening of the 14th and the various 
Cennack Hospital physicians who examined him from the 15th until early March; 3) 
the contemporaneous photographic evidence of Wilson’s injuries; and 4j the testimony 
of a medical expert, who evaluated the Wilson’s injuries for the first time in 1989, in 
the context of his civil action against the Respondents for damages. In addition, with 
respect to Burge alone, the Department offered the testimony of two witnesses who 
claimed Burge had physically mistreated them in a manner similar to the way Wilson 
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says Burge physically mistreated him. We summarize each of these areas as briefly as 
possible. 

A. WILSON TESTIMONY 

Wilson testified that Burge said at the airest scene, "Let’s get him at the station." 
Wilson testified that police officers placed him into a room on the second floor of Area 
2 as soon as he aiiived on the morning of the 14th. Once he was in the room, the door 
was closed and various unnamed police officers began kicking him, hitting him with 
their fists and slapping him. They also threw him into a window and broke the 
window, put a plastic bag on his head and burned him on the aim with a cigarette. 
Neither Burge nor O’Hara was in the room when this beating took place. Yucaitis was 
the only officer, whose name Wilson knows, who was in the room. But Wilson testified 
that he is not certain whether Yucaitis was one of the officers who actually struck him. 
Wilson says that his right eye was first injured during the course of this beating. 

According to Wilson, Burge subsequently came into the room and told the 
officers that "if it had been him, he would not have messed up Wilson’s face". Burge 
ordered the officers 'to take Wilson out of the room, and they took him to a different 
room on the same floor where his right hand was handcuffed to a ring on the wall. 
There was a radiator under the window in that room. Burge came into that room by 
himself and told Wilson to confess to the murders because Burge’s reputation was at 
stake. Wilson refused. 

Wilson testified that Yucaitis then came into the room with an unnamed officer. 
Yucaitis pulled a black box out of a grocery bag. The box had a crank on the outside 
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and two wires that each had an alligator clip attached. Yucaitis attached one of the 
alligator clamps to Wilson’s left ear and one to his left nostril. The alligator clamps did 
not themselves cause Wilson any pain, but he received a shock when Yucaitis cranked 
the box. After being shocked, Wilson kneed Yucaitis, and Yucaitis retaliated by 
punching Wilson in the mouth. Yucaitis cranked the box some more and Wilson 
hollered. Yucaitis eventually left when someone knocked at the door. 

According to Wilson, O’Hara then took him out of the room to see Assistant 
State’s Attorney Hyman. Wilson told H 3 rman about being mistreated and Hyman told 
him to leave. O’Hara returned Wilson back to the same room and handcuffed him once 
again. 


Wilson testified that Burge then came into the room a second time with Detective 
Hill. Wilson is not sure what time any of these events happened because the police 
broke his watch. Burge took a device out, attached clamps to his ear and began 
cranking. This caused Wilson to grind his teeth, scream and rub the clamps off on his 
shoulder. Burge and Hill stretched him across the radiator in the room so that the 
radiator was under his chin. Wilson didn’t feel that he was being burned by the 
radiator at that time. Burge then placed the clamps on his fingers and began cranking 
it agsiin, causing Wilson to scream. 

According to Wilson, Burge then took out a device that looked like a curling iron. 
The device had a cord on it and wire sticking out of it. Burge began rubbing the device 
between Wilson’s legs, and Wilson could feel a tingling sensation. The shock from tbi.<t 
device was stronger than from the crank device. While Burge was shocking Wilson, 
he was on his knees stretched across the radiator and HiU was kicking him in the back. 
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When this episode ended, Burge took the devices out of the room and Wilson was left 
alone until he was taken to the line-up at Area 1. 

Wilson testified that at Area 1, Burge put his gun into Wilson’s mouth and 
clicked it. Burge told Wilson that if he would confess to the murders, he would not be 
mistreated again. Wilson agreed to make a statement to keep from being shocked 
again. O’Hara and McKenna drove Wilson back to Area 2 after the lineup. 

O’Hara and McKenna returned Wilson to the same interview room on the second 
floor of Area 2 and handcuffed him to the ring on the wall. Hyman came into the room 
with O’Hara and a court reporter and began asking Wilson questions, while the court 
reporter transcribed the questions and answers. Burge came into the room and was 
told to leave. After the statement was taken, someone read it to Wilson and he initialed 
it. The court reporter took a picture of Wilson. Wilson said he asked the court reporter 
for help. The court reporter said he could do nothing, but that Wilson would not be 
mistreated any more. Wilson testified that the confession transcribed by the court 
reporter is the only statement he gave to the police and that he did not give a statement 
when he first arrived at Area 2 at about 6 o’clock in the morning. 

The two wagonmen arrived while Hill was present. The wagonmen began 
beating Wilson. HiU told the wagonmen to put Wilson in the lockup with other 
prisoners so that it would look as if he had been beaten by the other prisoners. The 
wagonmen started taking him down the stairs and one of them tried to trip him, but he 
did not fall. One of the wagonmen became angry and slammed him into a wall in the 
station, causing his face to bleed and reopened a scar above his right eye. During the 
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course of the trip to the lockup and then to Mercy Hospital, Wilson testified that one of 
the wagonmen hit him in the back of his head with a gun. 

Wilson testified that at the tune of his arrest, he did not have any binris or brum 
scars on his body. Wilson testified that he received marks on his face, chest and thigh 
from the radiator at Area 2. Wilson showed the hearing officer marks that appear to be 
scars on his right thigh, on the right side of his face and his chest. 

B. CONTEMPORANEOUS MEDICAL TESTIMONY AND PHOTOGRAPHIC 

EVIDENCE 

The Department presented the testimony of the following medical professionals 
who examined Andrew Wilson either on the evening of the 14th or within a few weeks 
thereafter: Dr. Geoffrey Kom, the Mercy Hospital emergency room physician who 
examined Wilson on the evening of the 14th; Patricia Reynolds Crossen, the Mercy 
Hospital emergency room nurse who assisted Dr. Kom and independently examined 
Wilson; Dr. Stephen Goodman, the Cook County Jail physician who examined and 
treated Wilson during the late morning of the 15th; Dr. John Raba, who was the 
Medical Director of the Jail and examined Wilson during the early evening of the 15th; 
and Dr. Harper who examined and treated Wilson from the 15th to March 3. There was 
medical testimony that the linear marks on Wilson’s face, chest and right thigh were 
consistent with radiator bums occurring on the 14th, though none of them Could 
pinpoint the precise cause of the injuries or the precise time Wilson was injured. In 
addition, the Cook County Jail doctors found that Wilson suffered from a scratched 
cornea in his right eye. The contemporaneous photographs of Wilson that are in the 
record confirm that Wilson had suffered numerous substantial injuries. 
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C. THE DEPARTMENT’S MEDICAL EXPERT. 

Dr. Robert Kirshner is a forensic pathologist and Cook County’s Deputy Chief 
Medical Examiner. He also is a member of the faculty at the University of Chicago 
Medical School. Dr. Kirshner testified on behalf of Wilson in Wilson’s civil action 
against the Respondents and the City. Dr. Kirshner’s medical opinions are based upon 
his examination of Andrew Wilson’s medical records, photographs of Wilson and 
deposition testimony of various witnesses in the civil action. Dr. Kirshner also 
conducted a physical examination of Wilson in 1989 and went to Area 2 to examine the 
radiators in the interview rooms. Dr. Kirshner opined that the linear marks reflected 
in 1982 photographs of Wilson’s cheek, chest and right thigh were consistent with 
bums and that the punctate marks reflected in 1982 photographs Wilson’s right ear are 
consistent with the alligator clips Wilson testified were placed on his ears. He also 
testified that the hyperpigmented areas he observed in 1989 on Wilson’s face, chest and 
thigh were consistent with bums, rather than abrasions. 

D. BURGE’S ALLEGED TWO OTHER WRONGFUL ACTS 

1. MELVIN JONES 

Melvin Jones testified that Area 2 Detectives Flood and McGuire arrested him 
on February 5, 1982, in connection with the homicide of Gregory Ma 3 dield, who was a 
police informant. Jones, who has been a street gang member, was on parole at the tune 
he was arrested in 1982 and had a long criminal history for a variety of offenses, 
including armed robbery. At the time Jones testified before the Board in 1992, he was 


K25719-1 


- 22 - 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-763 






an inmate in a State Prison, having pleaded guilty to possession of cocaine with intent 
to deliver. 

After his arrest on February 5,1982, Jones testified that Flood and McGuire took 
Jones to an interview room on the second floor eind handcuffed him to a ring on the 
wall. Burge, Flood and McGuire unsuccessfully attempted to persuade Jones to confess 
to the Ma 3 dield homicide. Jones was left alone for awhile and Burge returned with a 
wooden box, with a double cord. With Flood present, Burge plugged the cord into the 
electrical socket and began shocking Jones in the genitals and on his right thigh. Jones 
stiU refused to confess. The next day, Burge pulled his gun, placed it against Jones’ 
head and threatened to blow his black head off. Burge subsequently hit Jones in the 
head with a stapler. 

The police ultimately charged Jones with unlawful use of a weapon ("UUW"). 
Jones’ attorney, Cassandra Watson, testified that Jones told her on February 10 that 
Burge and other Area 2 police officers had beaten him and shocked him with an 
electrical shock device. On April 7, 1982, Watson filed a generic motion to suppress 
statements Melvin Jones made to police in connection with his UUW charge. This 
motion made no reference to Binge, officers at Area 2 or electric shock. On May 7, 
1982, Watson filed an amended motion to suppress, which specifies allegations of 
electrical shocking against Burge. 

2. SHADEED MU*MIN 


Shadeed Mu’Min cmrently is serving a fifteen year sentence for armed robbery 
and attempted minder. He also has served time in jail for an armed robbery in Ohio. 
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Mu’Min testified that he was arrested on October 30, 1982, and taken to Area 2. 
Burge tried tmsuccessfuUy to persuade Mu’Min to confess to the robbery of a fast food 
restaurant and a related shooting. Burge left Mu’Min alone for about an hour. When 
Burge returned, he placed a typewriter cover over Mu’Min’s head until he passed out. 
When Mu’Min recovered consciousness, Bxnrge again unsuccessfully tried to persuade 
Mu’Min to confess. When Mu’Min refused, Burge placed the cover on Mu’Min’s head 
again and he passed out again. Burge repeated this scenario a third time, but Mu’Min 
did not pass out. Mu’Min testified that Burge then opened his desk, took out a 44 
magnum revolver, put it to Mu’Min’s head and clicked it several times. Mu’Min said 
that he coxild see a bullet in the chamber of the gun. 

III. 

THE RESPONDENTS’ DEFENSE 

The Respondents categorically deny that: they coerced Wilson’s confession or 
otherwise mistreated Wilson in any manner while he was at Area 2 on the 14th; they 
have ever seen any abusive devices similar to the ones described by Wilson in his 
testimony; or they knew about any police officer physically abusing Wilson on the 14th. 
They testified that the only injury to Wilson they were aware of on the 14th was a slight 
cut around his right eye, which they believe he received when he was thrown to the 
ground during the comrse of his arrest on the West Side. O’Hara testified that he offered 
Wilson medical assistance to Wilson shortly after police brought Wilson to Area 2 at 
about six o’clock in the morning of the 14th, but Wilson declined. O’Hara and 
McKeima testified that they took an oral statement from Wilson at about 6:50 a.m. in 
which Wilson confessed to his role in the murders of Fahey and O’Brien. Once they 
obtained that confession, they focused their attention on apprehending Jackie Wilson, 
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obtaining the statements of other key people, conducting the afternoon lineup and 
ultimately reducing Andrew Wilson’s confession to writing that evening. 

The Respondents vigorously attack the Department’s evidence on numerous 
grounds. We summarize the Respondents’ major points of attack and their affirmative 
evidence as briefly as possible. 

A. CONTRADICTIONS IN ANDREW WILSON’S TESTIMONY 

The Respondents presented the testimony of Fred Hill, his wife Carolyn and 
numerous other witnesses, including a Wisconsin motel clerk, that Fred Hill was on 
vacation in Wisconsin with his family and another family until approximately twelve 
noon on the 14th. He returned to Chicago by automobile and did not arrive at Area 2 
until after Wilson had been transported to Area 1 for the lineup at approximately 3 
o’clock. This contradicts Wilson’s testimony that Burge and Hill physically abused him 
before he left for the lineup at Area 1. 

Wilson testified before the Police Board that he did not give an oral statement to 
O’Hara and McKenna when he first arrived at Area 2 sometime after six o’clock on the 
morning of the 14th, but he admitted giving such a statement in November 1982, at the 
suppression hearing regarding his confession. There is further corroboration that 
Wilson gave the statement shortly after he arrived at Area 2 from the testimony of 
McKeima and Assistant State’s Attorney Ginex. 

Three Assistant State’s Attorneys, the court reporter who took witness 
statements throughout the day and evening and numerous police officers in addition 
to the Respondents testified that they were on the second floor at Area 2 at various 
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times on the 14th, but never heard Andrew Wilson scream out in pain or any other 
noise suggesting that he was being mistreated. A subset of these witnesses also 
testified that they actually saw or spoke with Wilson on the 14th, and testified that 
other than the minor cut around his right eye, Wilson did not look as if he had been 
mistreated nor did he complain about having been mistreated. 

Respondents assert that the photograph taken of Wilson in the lineup at 4:35 on 
the afternoon of the 14th and the photograph taken by the court reporter at 8:30 in the 
evening do not show any apparent marks on Wilson’s face other than the cut over his 
eye. The Respondents contend that these photographs are inconsistent with Wilson’s 
testimony that his face was pressed against a hot radiator at Area 2 earlier in the day. 

B. SIMILAR ACTS 

The Respondents presented evidence that the motions to suppress the 
confessions of Melvin Jones and Shadeed Mu’Min on the grounds that Burge mistreated 
them were denied by the courts that heard the motions. 

On May 27, 1982, Cook County Circuit Court Judge Roger Kiley began hearing 
evidence on Jones’ motion to suppress. Burge testified at the hearing. Judge Kiley 
determined that Melvin Jones’ allegation that Burge had electrically shocked him 
lacked credibility. But Judge Kiley granted Jones’ motion to suppress on the ground 
that Burge and other police officers violated Jones’ 5th Amendment right to remain 
silent by continuing to question him after he said he no longer wanted to answer 
questions. 
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On October 31, 1985, Mu’Min signed a confession to the robbery and shooting 
prepared by Assistant State’s Attorney Wilbur Crooks. The confession states that 
Mu’Min had been treated well while he was in police custody. On May 17,1987, Circuit 
Court Associate Judge John Maimion heard Mu’Min’s motion to suppress his confession 
on the grounds that the confession had been beaten out of him and the words used in 
the confession were not his. Burge testified at the motion to suppress. Judge Mannion 
denied Mu’Min’s motion and Mu’Min ultimately was convicted of the crimes related to 
the robbery and shooting. 

The Respondents also presented evidence that Wilson and Jones were 
incarcerated together in the Cook County Jail from February to September 1992. Based 
on this evidence, they would have the Board draw the inference that Wilson and Jones 
collaborated on their stories of mistreatment by Brnge. 

C. WILLIAM COLEMAN’S TESTIMONY 

The Respondents presented the testimony of William Coleman from Andrew 
Wilson’s civil action in 1989. Coleman testified that in August 1987, he was in Cook 
County Jail for possession of cocaine. Coleman previously had served time in England 
for an extortion conviction. Wilson also was in Cook County Jail at that time awaiting 
a second criminal trial for the murders of Fahey and O’Brien. Coleman testified that 
Wilson told him in August 1987, that although the police beat him on the way to Area 
2, Wilson had actually draped himself on the radiator to inflict the bums on himself as 
a means of getting himself out of the confession. The first time Coleman ever told 
anyone about his conversation with Wilson was in April or May of 1989, when Coleman 
told his lawyer, Nicholas Trutkenko, a former Assistant State’s Attorney. 
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D. EXPERT MEDICAL TESTIMONY 


The Respondents presented the expert testimony of Dr. Warner Spitz, who is 
a board certified forensic pathologist and has been practicing medicine for forty years 
and Dr. Ra 3 miond Warpeha, who is Director of the Bum Center at Loyola University 
Hospital and has treated or managed the treatment for in excess of 6,000 patients. 
Neither of these physicians examined Wilson in 1982. In formulating their opinions, 
they relied primarily on photographs of Wilson’s injuries and Wilson’s medical records, 
including the notes of various physicians who treated Wilson. 

Dr. Spitz testified that in his opinion, the marks visible on Wilson’s face and 
chest in the 1982 photographs of Wilson taken by Dale Coventry, are not consistent 
with a radiator bum and are not bums of any kind. He also opined that the marks on 
Wilson’s ear are not consistent with a spark bum or any kind of electrical bum. He did 
testify, however, that the mark on Wilson’s thigh was consistent with a second degree 
bum. Dr. Warpeha’s testimony was consistent with Dr. Spitz’s testimony, except that 
Dr. Warpeha testified that the wound on Wilson’s thigh was not a bum. 


IV. 

RESOLUTION OF MOTIONS 

The Police Board denied each of the following Motions made by Respondents: 
(1) Motion to Dismiss Based Oh Laches; (2) Motion to Dismiss Based on Collateral 
Estoppel; (3) Motion to Dismiss Based on Judicial Estoppel; (4) Motion To Exclude 
Testimony Of Other Alleged Victims Of Police Misconduct; (5) Motion For A Mental 
Examination Of Andrew Wilson; (6) Motion To Admit Prior Testimony of Wilson From 


K25719-1 


-28- 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-769 




</ 




his Federal Lawsuit; and (7) Motion For A Mistrial because of Andrew Wilson’s asserting 
his 5th Amendment rights to certain questions asked by Respondents’ counsel. 

The Police Board granted Respondents Motion To Limit The Testimony Of Dr. 
Kirschner. The Police Board did not consider Dr. Raba’s opinion that Wilson’s wounds 
on his face and near his eyes were self-inflicted in making its decision. The Police 
Board reafEirmed its decision to grant the Department’s Motion To Quash The Subpoena 
Of Francine Sanders and The Rider To That Subpoena. The Police Board will issue a 
supplemental opinion explaining its reasons for taking the aforesaid actions in the near 
future. 


V. 

RESOLUTION OF THE CASE 

It is settled that the Department has the burden of proving its case against the 
Respondents by a preponderance of the evidence. "A preponderance of the evidence" 
means proof sufficient to establish that it is more probable than not that each of the 
Respondents did what the Department has alleged. InreC.C.. 224 Ill.App. 3d 207,215 
(IstDist. 1992). 

We observed earlier that witness credibility is a major factor in resolving most 
excessive force cases, particularly a case such as this where the complaining witness’ 
version of key events is so at odds with the Respondents’ version. Each Respondent 
has served the Department for many years, with distinction and without any significant 
previous discipline by the Department. Commander Burge had a particularly 

K25719-1 - 29 - 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-77q 







I Uf 


%/ 




impressive group of character witnesses, who included a widely respected former 
Chicago Police Superintendent and several police officers who currently are serving 
with distinction at the highest levels of the Department. 

In contrast, Andrew Wilson has an extensive record of criminal convictions for 
violent and heinous crimes, most notably the cold blooded murder of two Chicago police 
officers. Wilson’s criminal record, standing alone, casts a shadow of doubt on his 
credibility. See Federal Rule of Evidence 609. Two other convicted felons’ histories, 
Melvin Jones and Shadeed Mu’Min, whose testimony was admitted only against Burge, 
are not much better than Wilson’s. Like Wilson, they were incarcerated for felonies at 
the time they testified in this proceeding. The Board, a priori, has every reason in the 
world to want to believe the Respondents and dismiss the testimony of Wilson, Jones 
and Mu’Min as the blatant mendacity of hardened criminals trying to extricate 
themselves from the sordid circumstances of their own making. We wish we could 
simply conclude that Wilson lied about having been physically abused at Area 2 to get 
out of his confession and spread the lie to his physicians, lawyers and jailmates in order 
to buttress the credibility of his Motion to Suppress and give his fellow inmates a 
vehicle to suppress their own confessions. We wish we could reach that conclusion and 
end oxu: opinion here, but we cannot. We move to a resolution of the Department’s case 
against each of the Respondents. 

A. WILSON WAS INJURED WHILE IN CUSTODY AT AREA 2 

It is undisputed that Andrew Wilson had serious injuries to his face, the back of 
his head, his chest and thigh by approximately 10:45 p.m. on the evening of February 
14, 1982, when he was admitted to Mercy Hospital. It also is not disputed that Wilson 
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did not have any injuries to his face, head or chest, when he was arrested the morning 
of the 14th at approximately 5:15 a.m. on the West Side and transported to Area 2. We 
find that it is more likely than not that Wilson received at least some of these injuries 
at Area 2, or while in the custody of Area 2 Police Officers, and that the Respondents 
knew about it and failed to stop it or obtain medical attention for his injuries. We cite 
the major evidentiary points supporting otu view. 

First, the Respondents and several other Area 2 police officers testified that 
Wilson received a minor cut on his face during the cotuse of being arrested. But one 
of the arresting officers. Deputy Superintendent Joseph McCarthy, testified as follows 
under cross-examination regarding Wilson’s arrest: 

Q. And he [Wilson] stiU didn’t have a shirt on, right? 

A. That’s correct. 

Q. When you brought him back up, you didn’t notice any injurie (sic) on 
him; did you? 

A. No. 

Q. You didn’t see any marks or bums or cuts or blood on his chest; did you? 

A. No. 

Q. You didn’t see any on his face or his head; did you? 

A. No, I didn’t. 

Second, Biuge supposedly was so concerned at the scene of Wilson’s arrest that 
police officers might physically abuse Wilson that Biuge told Yucaitis and other Area 
2 officers to treat Wilson with kid gloves, or words to that effect. Despite the fact that 
the Respondents all claimed that the injury to Wilson’s eye was minor, O’Hara testified 
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that before he and McKenna took Wilson’s oral statement at 6:50 a.m., he offered 
Wilson medical attention for his eye, but Wilson declined it. What Burge characterized 
as a small "ding" to Wilson’s eye was of such significance that Burge brought it to the 
attention of his commanding officer in Area 2, Milton Deas. Deas testified: 

Q. Now, you testified that you learned that Andrew Wilson had sustained an 
abrasion in the area of his right eye during the course of his arrest; is that 
correct? 

A. That’s correct. 

Q. Now, why didn’t that abrasion when you saw it lead you to think that 
your detectives were mistreating Andrew Wilson? 

A. Well, initially-Pardon me. Initially, when I arrived at the area after the 
Lieutenant had summoned me, I had a conversation with the Lieutenant 
at which time the lieutenant indicated to me before I had seen Andrew 
Wilson that in the course of effecting the arrest of the suspect, he struck 
his head on a piece of furniture or the floor. I am not too certain now. 
It may have been a piece of furniture. At which time, he sustained the 
injury about the area of the right eye. 

Subsequent to that, I went upstairs so I had knowledge that there was an 
injury. So there was no surprise. I had already been informed. Deas Tr. 
4191-4192. 

This "minor ding" was major enough for O’Hara to claim that he offered Wilson 
medical attention and Burge to tell his commanding officer about it. But Wilson’s eye 
injury and O’Hara’s offer of medical attention were not sufficiently significant for 
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O’Hara to refer to it in the transcribed statement he took from Wilson at six in the 
evening. Nor were these details important enough to be included in the 25-page 
summary of the investigation into the Fahey and O’Brien murders prepared by HiU and 
McKenna on February 16, and approved by Binge. Defendant OflScers’ Exhibit 25A. We 
believe that the totality of these circumstances supports a reasonable inference that 
Wilson did not incur his eye injiuy during the course of his arrest. If Burge really had 
ordered Yucaitis, O’Hara and other Area 2 police officers to treat Wilson with kid gloves, 
and Wilson had actually injured his eye at the scene of his arrest, we believe the 
circumstances of Wilson’s eye injury would have been reflected in the six o’clock 
written confession or the murder investigation report or both. 

Third, we are extremely skeptical, given the totality of the circumstances that 
Wilson, a hardened criminal with several previous felony convictions, would have 
blithely confessed to the double homicide of two police officers without the physical 
abuse that Wilson testified he encountered from police at Area 2. Wilson’s confession 
ultimately was memorialized that evening by the written statement taken by O’Hara 
and Assistant State’s Attorney Hyman. O’Hara, who was taking the most important 
confession of his 18 year career, who had asked the question of other witnesses from 
whom he had taken statements in the investigation, who claims to have anticipated 
that Wilson’s eye injury might need medical attention and who had 12 hours to prepare 
his questions for Wilson, failed to ask this question. The Illinois Supreme Court ruled 
that the confession should not have been admitted into evidence during his first 
criminal trial because the State (not a party in this proceeding) failed adequately to 
prove that it had been voluntarily given. 
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Fourth, with the exception of Dr. Warpeha, every physician who testified, 
including the Respondents’ own expert Dr. Spitz, concluded that the mark on Wilson’s 
right thigh was a second degree hum. AU of these physicians concluded that the 
second degree bum was consistent with a radiator bixm. This medical testimony 
corroborates Wilson’s testimony that he was burned on a radiator by Burge at Area 2. 
It is undisputed that Wilson had the thigh bum when Dr. Kom examined him on the 
evening of the 14th at Mercy Hospital. Thus, the possiblity that Wilson received the 
bum while he was incarcerated on the evening of the 14th is eliminated. That only 
leaves two possible alternative explanations for the bum other than its having been 
inflicted at Area 2: the wagonmen and self-infliction. 

We reject the Respondents’ argument that the wagonmen inflicted the birni on 
Wilson’s thigh. It is undisputed that there was no radiator in the squadrol that the 
wagonmen used to transport Wilson on the evening of the 14th, first to 11th and State, 
and then to Mercy Hospital. The Respondents’ offered evidence suggesting that the 
wagonmen could have burned Wilson on a radiator in the hallway on the way to the 
lock-up at 11th cmd State. However, a police custodian testified that the radiator at 
11th & State was in an open area with a lot of pedestrian traffic. Accordingly, we do 
not believe the bum occurred there. 

We also reject the possibility that Wilson inflicted the bum on himself while he 
was being held at Area 2. The principal foundation for that possibility is the testimony 
of William Coleman. Coleman testified that Wilson told hkn in Cook County Jail in 
1987 that Wilson had inflicted the bum on his thigh as a means of supressing the 
confession. But Coleman testified that Wilson said that he had been "slapped around" 
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by the police and that he decided "to increase the marks" by placing himself on the 
radiator. There also is evidence that Coleman received favorable treatment with respect 
to certain criminal charges, in exchange for testimony against Wilson and his brother 
in connection with a jail break. We also note that Coleman did not disclose his alleged 
conversation with Wilson to anyone for almost two years after it occurred. For these 
and other reasons, we choose not to credit Coleman’s testimony. 

We must make clear that Wilson did not contend in his testimony, and we make 
no finding, that any of the Respondents joined in the beating that he testified he 
received when he first arrived at Area 2 at six in the morning. But we believe that the 
Department has proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Wilson suffered some 
of his injxiries, particularly his eye injury, after police brought him to Area 2. We also 
believe that the Department has proven that despite Respondents’ knowledge of 
Wilson’s injuries inflicted by police officers at Area 2, the Respondents failed to report 
them or see to it that Wilson received medical attention. 

B. BURGE MISTREATED WILSON 

The actual implements of physical abuse that Burge allegedly used against 
Wilson were not introduced as evidence in this proceeding, and in so far as the record 
discloses, were never found. We believe, however, that the Department has established 
by a preponderance of the evidence that Burge physically abused Andrew Wilson. Our 
conclusion is based upon a careful review of the entire record. 


K25719-1 


- 35 - 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-776 








I. 4j 


That record included the evidence presented by the Department regarding 
Burge’s alleged mistreatment of Melvin Jones and Shadeed Mu’Min. It is true that in 
both instances a criminal court judge denied the motions to suppress on the ground 
that Burge physically abused Jones and Mu’Min in order to extract confessions. 
However, in the case of Jones, the criminal court judge ultimately granted the motion 
to suppress on the ground that Burge and other police officers not parties to this action 
violated Jones’ 5th Amendment rights. We believe that the Jones case is particularly 
probative With respect to Burge. 

Moreover, even if we had concluded that Burge did not personally abuse Wilson, 
Burge must be held responsible for the injuries that occurred to Wilson in Area 2 while 
Burge was in charge of that Area. Burge supervised the investigation that caused 
Wilson to be arrested, and the officers who had physical custody of Wilson during 
February 14th were under Burge’s direct command. We believe that Burge did abuse 
Wilson. In addition, it is beyond debate, in our view, that Burge was in a position to 
prevent abuse by others, and he failed to prevent that abuse. 

C. YUCAITIS DID NOT PHYSICALLY ABUSE WILSON 

We find that the Department did not prove by a preponderance of the evidence 
that Yucaitis participated in physically abusing Wilson. The evidentiary factors 
supporting our conclusion include the following. 

Wilson first identified Yucaitis as someone who physically abused him at the 
suppression hearing in November 1982, regarding the admissibility of Wilson’s 
confession in his first criminal trial. The written motion to suppress had not mentioned 
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Yucaitis. At the hearing, Wilson’s lawyer asked him leading questions about Yucaitis’s 
involvement, albeit without objection from the State. The testimony was: 

Q. Did you recognize any of the police officers who were in that car as 
people who had come here to testify? 

A. Only one. 

Q. Do you remember what his name was? 

A. No. 

Q. Could that have been Yucaitis? 

A. Yes, it was Yucaitis. Yes. 

Q. After you were in that room for some time, did you talk to Officer 

Yucaitis? 

A. Yucaitis, 

Q. Yucaitis. Were you brought out of that room? 

A. Yucaitis. 

Q. Were you brought out of that room? 

A. Yucaitis. 

Q. Pardon me? 

A. I am trying to figure out. 

Defendant Officers’ Ex. 112, Tr. 1138,1144. Thus, Wilson identified Yucaitis only after 
that identification was suggested by his then attorney. Wilson also seemed uncertain 
and perplexed when it was suggested to him that Yucaitis abused him. This testimony 
suggests that Wilson was simply not certain in 1982, when his memory was much 
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fresher than it was when he testified in this proceeding in 1992, that Yucaitis was one 
of the persons who abused him. 

Given Wilson’s tentative identification of Yucaitis and the fact that Wilson did 
not even name Yucaitis as a defendant in his initial civil lawsuit in 1986, we find that 
Wilson’s identification of Yucaitis is too tentative to support a finding that he 

i 

participated in the physical abuse of Wilson. 

D. ALL OF THE RESPONDENTS KNEW THAT WILSON WAS MISTREATED 

Although we have concluded that the Department has not proved that Yucaitis 
participated in mistreating Wilson, and O’Hara is not accused of such mistreatment, we 
find that Yucaitis and O’Hara were each aware that Wilson was mistreated. The 
evidence is overwhelming that Yucaitis and O’Hara were in or near the room or rooms 
in which Wilson was held in Area 2 during February 14. Under these circumstances, 
it is substantially more likely than not that each knew that Wilson was being abused. 

It is undisputed that Yucaitis left Area 2 at approximately 3:00 and probably 
wordd not have known of abuse, if any, that occurred after that time. However, Wilson 
testified that he was mistreated in the morning. Furthermore, Yucaitis was plainly 
present when Wilson first arrived at Area 2 and, as we noted above, we are convinced 
that Wilson’s eye injury occurred at that time. 

O’Hara was present for the entire day, including the confession in the early 
evening. Because we have found that Wilson received substantial injuries prior to his 
confession, including a very visible injury to his eye, we find it implausible that O’Hara 
did not know of those injuries at or prior to the time the confession occurred. 
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Finally, because we have found that Burge participated in abusing Wilson, we 
obviously must conclude that he was aware of that abuse. 

VI. 

PUNISHMENT 

After having reviewed all of the facts and circumstances, including the fact that 
Burge was a pohce lieutenant having supervisory responsibility for over 50 police 
officers, we find that he should be separated from the Department. 

After having reviewed all of the facts and circumstances, including the fact Burge 
was the direct supervisor of Yucaitis and O’Hara, we find that Yucaitis and O’Hara 
should each serve fifteen months suspension. We find this passage from Judith N. 
ShMar’s book entitled The Faces of Injustice to be particularly instructive: 

Public servants are even more likely to be passively unjust, being by 
training unwilling to step outside the rules and routines of their offices 
and peers, afraid to antagonize their superior or to make themselves 
unduly conspicuous. The resulting injustice is not due to natural 
forces nor to a particularly unjust system, but to many hands in general, 
who need to be reminded constantly of the consequences of their inaction. 

In closing, we strongly urge the Superintendent and the State’s Attorney consider 
using video tapes to record confessions, at least in high profile cases. We certainly are 
aware that video tapes do not necessarily furnish conclusive evidence, but video tapes 
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could be useful in preserving confessions, as well as protecting their own personnel 
from erroneous allegations of coerced confessions. 


K25719-1 


-40 - 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-781 





CHARGES AND FINDINGS 


Commander Jon Burge was alleged to have violated the following Rules: 


Rule 2 : Any action or conduct which impedes the Department’s 

efforts to achieve its policy and goals or brings discredit 
upon the Department. 

Rule 3 : Any failme to promote the Department’s efforts to 

implement its policy or accomplish its goals. 

Rule 5 : Failure to perform any duty. 

Rule 6 : Disobedience of an order or directive, whether written or 

oral. 

Rule 8 : Disrespect to or maltreatment of any person, while on or off 

duty. 

Rule 9 : Engaging in any imjustified verbal or physical altercation 

with any person, while on or off duty. 

Rule 10 : Inattention to duty. 

Rule 22 : Failure to report to the Department any violation of Rviles 

and Regulations or any other improper conduct which is 
contrary to the policy, orders or directives of the 
Department. 


Detective Patrick O’Hara was alleged to have violated the following Rules: 


Rule 2 : Any action or conduct which impedes the Department’s 

efforts to achieve its policy and goals or brings discredit 
upon the Department. 

Rule_5: Failure to perform suiy duty. 

Rule 6 : Disobedience of an order or directive, whether written or 

oral. 

Rule 10 : Inattention to duty. 

Rule 22 : Failirre to report to the Department any violation of Rules 

and Regulations or any other improper conduct which is 
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contrary to the policy, orders or directives of the 
Department. 


Detective John Yucaitis was alleged to have violated the following Rules: 


Ride 2 : Any action or conduct which impedes the Department’s 

efforts to achieve its policy and goals or brings discredit 
upon the Department. 

Rule 5 : Failure to perform any duty. 

Rule 6 : Disobedience of an order or directive, whether written or oral. 

Rule 8 : Disrespect to or maltreatment of any person, while on or off 

duty. 

Rule 9 : Engaging in any unjustified verbal or physical altercation 

with any person, while on or off duty. 

Rule 10 : Inattention to duty. 


Rule 22 : Failure to report to the Department any violation of Rules 

and Regulations or any other improper conduct which is 
contrary to the policy, orders or directives of the 
Department. 


The Police Board of the City of Chicago caused a hearing on these charges 
against Commander Jon Binrge, Detective Patrick O’Hara and Detective John Yucaitis 
to be had before Michael G. Berland, Hearing Officer of the Police Board of the City of 
Chicago, on February 10, 11, 12, 13, 19, 20, 21, 24, 25, 26 and 28, 1992, and March 
2, 5, 6, 7, 16, 18, 19 and 20, 1992. 


Following the hearing, the members of the Police Board read and reviewed the 
certified transcription of the proceedings of the hearing and all exhibits submitted into 
evidence. Michael G. Berland, Hearing Officer, made an oral report and conferred with 
the Police Board before it rendered a decision. 
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The Police Board of the City of Chicago, as a result of its investigation of the 
charges, finds and determines that: 

1. The Respondents, Jon Btirge, Patrick O’Hara and John Yucaitis were at 
all times employed by the Department of Police of the City of Chicago. 

2. The charges were filed in writing and a Notice, stating the time, date and 
place, when and where a hearing of the charges was to be held, together with a copy 
of the original charges, was served upon each of the Respondents more than five (5) 
days prior to the hearing on the charges. 

3. The hearing was conducted before Michael G. Berland, Hearing Officer of 
the Police Board of the City of Chicago, on February 10, 11, 12, 13, 19, 20, 21, 24, 25, 

26 and 28, 1992, and March 2, 5, 6, 7, 16, 18, 19 and 20, 1992. 

6. The Respondent Jon Burge, Star #338, Charged herein, contrary to the 
Rules and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 2 : Any action or conduct which impedes the Department’s ! 

efforts to achieve its policy and goals or brings discredit i 

upon the Department. 
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4. Throughout the hearing, each ofthe Respondents did appear in person and 
was represented by counsel of his own choosing. 

5. Respondents agreed to a consolidation of cases 91-1856, 91-1857 and 91- 
1858 for the purposes of the hearing. 

FINDINGS ON CHARGES AGAINST COMMANDER JON BURGE 
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A. Respondent Jon Burge did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
without justification or proper cause, and either alone or in concert with other police 
officers at Area 2, strike and/or kick and/or otherwise physically abuse or maltreat 
Andrew Wilson, a person then under Department control; and/or he did cause or 
aggravate physical injury or injuries to the person of Andrew Wilson. 

B. Respondent Jon Burge did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that other police officers at Area 2 
were physically abusing or maltreating Andrew Wilson, a person then under 
Department control, improperly fail to take any action to stop such physical abuse or 
maltreatment or to report same to the Department, and therefore did impede the 
Departments effort to achieve its policy and/or goals and/or bring discredit upon the 
Department. 

7. Respondent Jon Burge, Star #338, charged herein, contrary to the Rules 
and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 3 : Any failure to promote the Department’s efforts to 

implement its policy or accomplish its goals. 

A. Respondent Jon Biurge did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Dlinois, 
without justification or proper cause, while serving as a lieutenant of pohce and/or in 
a supervisory capacity, and either alone or in concert with other police officers at 
Area 2, strike and/or kick and/or otherwise physically abuse or maltreat Andrew 
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Wilson, a person then under Department control; and/or he did cause or aggravate 
physical injiuy or injuries to the person of Andrew Wilson. 

B. Respondent Jon Burge did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, lUmois, 
while serving as a lieutenant of poUce and/or in a supervisory capacity, and after having 
knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that other police officers at Area 2 were 
physically abusing or maltreating Andrew Wilson, a person then under Department 
control, improperly fall to take any action to stop such physical abuse or maltreatment 
or to report same to the Department, and therefore did fail to promote the Departments 
effort to implement its policy and/or accomplish its goals. 

8. Respondent Jon Burge, Star ^338, charged herein, contrary to the Rules 
and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 5 : Failure to perform any duty. 

A. Respondent Jon Burge did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that other pohce officers at Area 2 
were physically abusing or maltreating Andrew Wilson, a person then under 
Department control, and did improperly fail to take any action to stop such physical 
abuse or maltreatment or to report same to the Department. 

B. Respondent Jon Burge did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Andrew Wilson, a person 
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then under Department control, have been physically injured, and did improperly fail 
to promptly provide for or secure medical attention or care for said Andrew Wilson. 

9. Respondent Jon Burge, Star #338, charged herein, contrary to the Rules 
and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 6 : Disobedience of an order or directive, whether written or oral. 

A. Respondent Jon Burge did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that other police officers at Area 2 
were physically abusing or maltreating Andrew Wilson, a person then under 
Department control, improperly fail to take any action to stop such physical abuse or 
maltreatment, and therefore did violate the provisions of the Chicago Police Department 
General Order 78-1, including but not limited to Paragraphs III A and III B thereof. 

B. Respondent Jon Burge did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that other police officers at Area 2 
were physically abusing or maltreating Andrew Wilson, a person then under 
Department control, and therefore did improperly fail to immediately notify the 
Department or a supervisory officer of said matter or matters; and/or he did fail to 
submit a written report concerning such matter or matters to his commanding officer; 
therefore he did violate the provisions of the Chicago Police Department General Order 
82-14, including but not limited to Addendum 2, Paragraph II, A 4 thereof. 
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C. Respondent Jon Biirge did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
while serving as a lieutenant of police and/or in a supervisory capacity, £uid having 
knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that other police officers at Area 2 were 
physically abusing or maltreating Andrew Wilson, a person then under Department 
control, did improperly fail to initiate a complete and/or comprehensive investigation 
concerning said matter or matters; therefore, he did violate the provisions of the 
Chicago Police Department General Order 82-14, including but not limited to 
Addendum 2, Paragraphs II A 5 and/or II A 6 thereof. 

10. Respondent Jon Brurge, Star #338, charged herein, contrary to the Rules 
and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 8 : Disrespect to or maltreatment of any person, while on or off 

duty. 

A. Respondent Jon Burge did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
without justification or proper cause, and either alone or in concert with other police 
officers at Area 2, strike and/or kick and/or otherwise physically abuse or maltreat 
Andrew Wilson, a person then under Department control; and/or he did cause or 
aggravate physical injmy or injuries to the person of Andrew Wilson. 

11. Respondent Jon Burge, Star #338, charged herein, contrary to the Rules 
and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 9 : Engaging in any unjustified verbal or physical altercation 

with any person, while on or off duty. 
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A. Respondent Jon Binrge did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
either alone or in concert with other police officers at Area 2, engaged in an unjustified 
verbal and/or physical altercation with Andrew Wilson. 

12. Respondent Jon Burge, Star #338, charged herein, contrary to the Rules 
and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 10 : Inattention to duty. 

A. Respondent Jon Binrge did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Andrew Wilson had been 
physically injured, improperly fail to provide for or seciu-e medical care or attention for 
said Andrew Wilson. 

13. Respondent Jon Burge, Star #338, charged herein, contrary to the Rules 
and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 22 : Failme to report to the Department any violation of Rules 

and Regulations or any other improper conduct which is 
contrary to the policy, orders or directives of the 
Department. 

A. Respondent Jon Birrge did oh or about Febfuaiy 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that other police officers at Area 2 
were physically abusing or maltreating Andrew Wilson, a person then under 
Department control, improperly fail to report said matter or matters to the Department. 
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FINDINGS ON CHARGES AGAINST DETECTIVE PATRICK 0*HARA 


14. Respondent Detective Patrick O’Hara, Star ^5^2888, charged herein, 
contrary to the Rules and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 2 : Any action or conduct which impedes the Department’s 

efforts to achieve its policy and goals or brings discredit 
upon the Department. 

A. Respondent Detective Patrick O’Hara did on or about February 14, 1982 
at or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
Illinois, after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Jon Burge and/or 
other police officers at Area 2 were physically abusing or maltreating Andrew Wilson, 
a person then under Department control, improperly fail to take any action to stop such 
physical abuse or maltreatment or to report same to the Department; therefor he did 
impede the Departments effort to achieve its policy and/or goals and/or bringing 
discredit upon the Department. 

15. Respondent Detective Patrick O’Hara, Star <?i'2888, charged herein, 
contrary to the Rules and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 5 : Failure to perform any duty. 

A. Respondent Patrick O’Hara did on or about Februsuy 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Police Lieutenant Jon Burge 
and other police officers were physically abusing or maltreating Andrew Wilson, a 
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person then under Department control, improperly fail to take any action to stop such 
physical abuse or maltreatment or to report same to the Department. 

B. Respondent Patrick O’Hara did on or about February 14,1982 at or in the 

vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Andrew Wilson, a person 
then under Department control, have been physically injured, improperly fail to 
promptly provide for a secure medical attention or care for said Andrew Wilson. 

16. Respondent Detective Patrick O’Hara, Star *^2888, charged herein, 
contrary to the Rules and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 6 : Disobedience of an order or directive, whether written or 

oral. 

A. Respondent Detective Patrick O’Hara did on or about February 14, 1982 
at or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
Illinois, after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Police Lieutenant Jon 
Bmge and/or other police officers at Area 2 were physically abusing or maltreating 
Andrew Wilson, a person then under Department control, improperly fail to take any 
action to stop such physical abuse or maltreatment, thereby violating the provisions of 
the Chicago Police Department General Order 78-1, including but not limited to 
Paragraphs 111 A and III B thereof. 

B. Respondent Patrick O’Hara did on or about February 14,1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Police Lieutenant John Burge 
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and/or other police officers at Area 2 were physically abusing or maltreating Andrew 
Wilson, a person then under Department control, improperly fail to immediately notify 
the Department or a supervisory officer of said matter or matters; and/or he did further 
fail to submit a written report concerning such matter or matters to his commanding 
officer, thereby violating the provisions of the Chicago Police Department General Order 
82-14, including but not limited to Addendum 2, Paragraph II, A4 thereof. 

C. Respondent Patrick O’Hara did on or about February 14, 1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Andrew Wilson had been 
physically injured, improperly fail to promptly provide for or secture medical care or 
attention for said Andrew Wilson. 

17. The Respondent Detective Patrick O’Hara, Star *^2888, charged herein, 
contrary to the Rules and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 10 : Inattention to duty. 

A. Respondent Detective Patrick O’Hara did on or about February 14, 1982 
at or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
Illinois, after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Andrew Wilson was 
physically injured improperly fail to promptly provide for or secure medical care or 
attention for Wilson. 

18. Respondent Detective Patrick O’Hara, Star #2888, charged herein, 
contrary to the Rules and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 
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Rule 22: 


Failure to report to the Department any violation of Rules 
and Regulations or any other improper conduct which is 
contrary to the policy, orders or directives of the 
Department. 


A. Respondent Patrick O’Hara did on or about February 14,1982 at or in the 
vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, Illinois, 
after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Police Lieutenant Jon Burge 
and/or other police officers at Area 2 were physically abusing or maltreating Andrew 
Wilson, a person then under Department control, improperly fail to report said matter 
or matters to the Department. 
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FINDINGS ON CHARGES AGAINST DETECTIVE JOHN YUCAITIS 

19. The Respondent Detective John Yucaitis, Star #7744, charged herein, 
contrary to the Rules and Regulations, is guilty in part of violating, and not guilty in 
part of violating, to wit: 

Rule 2 : Any action or conduct which impedes the Department’s 

efforts to achieve its policy and goals or brings discredit 
upon the Department. 

A. RespondentDetective John Yucaitis did not on or about February 14,1982 
at or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
Illinois, without justification or proper cause, strike and/or kick and/or otherwise 
physically abuse or maltreat Andrew Wilson, a person then under Department control; 
and/or, he did not further thereby cause or aggravate physical injirry or injuries to the 
person of Andrew Wilson. 

B. Respondent Detective John Yucaitis did on or about February 14, 1982 at 
or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
Illinois, after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Police Lieutenant Jon 
Burge, and/or other police officers at Area 2 were physically abusing or maltreating 
Andrew Wilson, a person under Department control, improperly fail to take any action 
to stop such physical abuse or maltreatment or to report same to the Department 
control, improperly fail to take any action to stop such physical abuse or maltreatment 
or to report same to the Department; thereby, he did impede the Department’s efforts 
to achieve its policy and/or goals and/or thereby bring discredit upon the Department. 
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20. The Respondent Detective John Yucaitis, Star #7744, charged herein, 
contrary to the Rules and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 5 : Failure to perform any duty. 

A. Respondent Detective John Yucaitis did on or about February 14, 1982 at 
or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
Illinois, after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Police Lieutenant Jon 
Burge and/or other police ofiBcers at Area 2 were physically abusmg or maltreating 
Andrew Wilson, a person under Department control, improperly fail to take any action 
to stop such physical abuse or maltreatment or to report same to the Department. 

B. Respondent Detective John Yucaitis did on or about February 14,1982 at 
or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
Illinois, after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Andrew Wilson, a 
person under Department control, had been physically injured, improperly foil to 
promptly provide for or secure medical attention or care for said Andrew Wilson. 

21. The Respondent Detective John Yucaitis, Star #7744, charged herein, 
contrary to the Rides and Regidations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Ride 6 : Disobedience of an order or directive, whether written or 

oral. 

A. Respondent Detective John Yucaitis did on or about February 14,1982 at 
or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
Illinois, after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Police Lieutenant Jon 







Burge and/or other police officers at Area 2 were physically abusing or maltreating 
Andrew Wilson, a person under Department control, improperly fail to take any action 
to stop such physical abuse or maltreatment, thereby violating the provisions of 
Chicago Police Department General Order 78; 1, including but not limited to paragraphs 
III A and III B, thereof. 

B. Respondent Detective John Yucaitis did on or about February 14, 1982 at 
or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
Illinois, after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Police Lieutenant Jon 
Burge and/or other police officers at Area 2 were physically abusing or maltreating 
Andrew Wilson, a person under Department control, improperly fail to immediately 
notify the Department or a supervisory officer of said matter or matters; and/or he did 
further fail to submit a written report concerning said matter or matters to his 
commanding officer, thereby violating the provisions of Chicago Police Department 
General order 82-14, including but not limited to Addendum 2, paragraph II, A, 4, 
thereof. 

22. The Respondent Detective John Yucaitis, Star ^7744, charged herein, 
contrary to the Rules and Regulations, is not guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 8 : Disrespect to or maltreatment of any person, while on or off 

duty. 

A. Respondent Detective John Yucaitis did not on or about February 14,1982 
at or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
lUmois, without justification or proper cause, strike and/or kick and/or otherwise 
physically abuse or maltreat Andrew Wilson, a person then under Department control; 
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and/or, he did not further thereby cause or aggravate physical injury or injxnies to the 
person of Andrew Wilson. 

23. The Respondent Detective John Yucaitis, Star ^7744, charged herein, 
contrary to the Rules and Regulations, is not guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 9 : Engaging in any unjustified verbal or physical altercation 

with any person, while on or off duty. 

A. Respondent Detective John Yucaitis did not on or about February 14,1982 
at or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
lUmois, either alone or in concert with others engage in an unjustified verbal and/or 
physical altercation with Andrew Wilson. 

24. The Respondent Detective John Yucaitis, Star #7744, charged herein, 
contrary to the Rules and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 

Rule 10 : Inattention to duty. 

A. Respondent Detective John Yucaitis did on or about February 14,1982 at 
or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
Illinois, after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Andrew Wilson had 
been physically injured, improperly fail to promptly provide for or secure medical care 
or attention for said Andrew Wilson. 

25. The Respondent Detective John Yucaitis, Star #7744, charged herein, 
contrary to the Rules and Regulations, is guilty of violating, to wit: 
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Rule 22 : Failure to report to the Department any violation of Rules 

and Regulations or any other improper conduct which is 
contrary to the policy, orders or directives of the 
Department. 


A. Respondent Detective John Yucaitis did on or about February 14,1982 at 
or in the vicinity of Area 2 Police Headquarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Chicago, 
Illinois, after having knowledge or reasonable basis to believe that Police Lieutenant Jon 
Burge and/or other police officers at Area 2 were physically abusing or maltreating 
Andrew Wilson, a person under Department control, improperly fail to report said 
matter or matters to the Department. 


By reason of the findings of fact the Respondent Commander Jon Burge, is guilty ( 
of violations of Rules 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10 and 22, Detective Patrick O’Hara, is guilty of 
violations of Rules 2,5,6,10 and 22, and Detective John Yucaitis, is guilty of violations 
of Rides 2,5, 6,10 and 22, and not guilty of violations of Rules 8 and 9, cause exists for 
the separation and discharge of Commander Jon Burge. Detective Patrick O’Hara and 
Detective John Yucaitis are suspended from their positions with the Department of 
Police and from the services of the City of Chicago trom November 12, 199:<;' to euid 
including February 11, 1993, at which time tl^v will hp restored to duty. 


Michael G. Berland 
Hearing Officer 


uka.[ 

Berland \ 
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DECISION 


The members of the Police Board, having read and reviewed the certified copy 
of the transcription of the hearing, having received the oral report of the Hearing 
Officer, Michael G. Berland, and having conferred with the Hearing Officer, hereby 
adopts all findings and; 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Respondent, Jon Burge, by reason of the 
findings that he is guilty of violating Rules 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10 and 22 is separated from 
his position as a Commander with the Department of Police and from the services of the 
City of Chicago. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Respondent, Patrick O’Hara, by reason of 
the findings that he is guilty of violating Rules 2, 5, 6, 10 and 22 is suspended from his 
position as a Detective with the Department of Police and from the services of the City 
of Chicago fi'om November 12, 1991 to and including February 11, 1993. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Respondent, John Yucaitis, by reason of the 
findings that he is guilty of violating Rules 2, 5, 6, 10 and 22 is suspended firom his 
position as a Detective with the Department of Police and from the services of the City 
of Chicago from November 12, 199;|! to and including February 11, 1993. 

To summarize the vote: 

Seven Board members voted to find that the Department proved by a 
preponderance of the evidence that Burge participated in physically abusing Wilson at 


K25719-1 


- 58 - 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-799, 











Area 2 on February 14, 1981, and knew about the physical abuse, but failed to stop it, 
report it and obtain medical attention for Wilson, with Russ Ewert dissenting; 

Six Board members voted to find that the Department failed to prove by a 
preponderance of the evidence that Yucaitis participated in physically abusing Wilson, 
with Art Smith and Victor Armendariz dissenting; 

Six Board members voted to find that the Department proved by a preponderance 
of the evidence that Yucaitis knew about Wilson being physically abused by police 
officers at Area 2 and failed to stop it, report it and obtain medical attention for Wilson, 
with Brian Crowe and Russ Ewert dissenting; 

Six Board members voted to find that the Department proved by a preponderance 
of the evidence that O’Hara knew about Wilson being physically abused by police 
officers at Area 2 and failed to stop it, report it and obtain medical attention for Wilson, 
with Brian Crowe and Russ Ewert dissenting; 

Seven Board members voted to separate Burge fi*om the Department, with Russ 
Ewert dissenting; 

Six Board members voted to suspend Yucaitis for fifteen months, with Victor 
Armendariz and Art Smith dissenting because they believed a longer suspension was 
in order; 

Six Board members voted to suspend O’Hara for fifteen months, with Victor 
Armendariz and Art Smith dissenting because they believed a longer suspension was 
in order. 
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DATED AT CHICAGO, ILLINOIS, COUNTY OF COOK, STATE OF ILLINOIS, 
THIS Ji^AY OF _, A.D., 1993. 




Executive Director of the Police Board 


RECEIVED A COPY OF THE 
FOREGOING COMMUNICATION 


THIS DAY OF 


1993. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 
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(ATTN: CIVIL RIGHTS UNIT) 


FROM 


SAC, CHICAGO (44A-CG-78234) (P) (SQ.12) 
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COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICER, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 


VICTIM; 


CIVIL RIGHTS 
00: CHICAGO 


,b6 -2 
;b7C -2 


17, 1993 


Re Chicago airtel to the Bureau, dated February 


On March 23, 1993, captioned cas e was discussed 
with Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA) 

who advised that he is more incline to recommend a declination 
of prosecution. However, h e will discuss t he results of this 
meeting with his supervisor,] [before he renders 

his final prosecutive opinion. 


b6 -3 


AUSA| [further advised that he will check 

with DEPARTMENT OP JUSfiCE (DOJ) Attorney f 

to see if she has any additional reasons to criminally pursue 
the case since the statute of limitations has expired and 
since BURGE has been separated from the CHICAGO POLICE 
DEPARTMENT. 


3 - Bureau 
( 2 ) - Chicago 
JLS/jls 
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DIRECTOR, FBI (44A-CG-78234) 

(ATTN: CIVIL RIGHTS UNIT) 

SAC, CHICAGO (44A-CG-78234) (SQ.12) 

UNSUB(S); 

COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 

CHICAGO POLICE OFFICER, 

CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 


VICTIM; 


b6 -2 


CIVIL RIGHTS 
00: CHICAGO 


8, 1993. 


Re Chicago airtel to the Bureau, dated February 


Enclosed for the Bureau is the original and two (2) 
copies of a Letterhead Memorandum (LHM) with attached copies 
of five (5) newspaper articles from three (3) local newspapers 
dated February 11, 1993, concerning captioned investigation. 

Also enclosed is a copy of the Findings & Decision 
of the CHICAGO POLICE BOARD regarding charges filed against 
Command er JON BURGE, case number 91-1856, Detective I -4,-'; 

~| case number 91-1857, and Detective | case -4,-7 

number 91-1858. 

One copy of the LHM, with attachments and a copy of 
the Findings & Decision of the CHICAGO POLICE BOARD was sent 
to the UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, Chicago, Illinois. 


3 - Bureau (Enc. 4) (with 5 attachments) 
(J) - Chicago 
JLS/adw 
(5) 
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U.S. Department of Justice 



Federal Bureau of Investigation 


In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 


Chicago, Illinois 60604 
February 17, 1993 


UNSUB(S); 

COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICER, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEP^ TMENT ; 

- VICTIM; 

CIVIL RIGHTS- 


On February 16, 1993,| ^6 -2,-4 

CHICAGO POLICE BOARD, 112 1 South State Street, Room 603, Chicbic -2,- 
Illinois 60605, telephone l I advised that on February 

10, 1993, the Board sustained the CHICAGO POLICE D EPARTMENT fCPD) 


cha rges■against Comm ander JON G. BURGE, Detectives]_ 

and | I Tb p. Board found BURGE guilty of physically 

abusing ! [ without justification in order to extract a 


confession” For this, the Board ordered BURGE's separation from 
his position as a commander with the CPD and from the services of 
the City of Chicago. 


The Board also voted to suspend Detectives 


for failing to stop or report t he abuse and for not 


larbs -2 
b7C - 


seeking medical attention fori 


The suspension was from 


November 12, 1991 to February 11, 1993 (15 months). 


advised that the Board's decision was not based c 


testimony alone, but on "a pre ponderance of evidence” 


b6 - 
b7C 


that collaborated his testimony. 


advised that the Board is 
only required to reach its conclusion based on "a preponderance 
of evidence”, meaning that a reasonabl ^e person who examines the 

evidence before him would believe that_was physically 

abused. However, he advised that to convicteg the officers in a 
criminal case, the requirements would be much higher, which is, 
"beyond a reasonable doubt.” 


3 - Bureau _ 

1 - USA Chicago (AUSA 

2 - Chicago (44A-CG-78234) 
JLS/adw 

( 6 ) 


This document contains neither reconmendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


b6 -2 I 
b7C -2 


,-5,-7 I 
4,-5,-7 


,-4,-7| 
2,-4,-7 


,-4,-5| 
2,-4,-5 


b6 -3j 
b7C -3 
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44A-CG-78234 


b6 -4,-5,-7 
b7C -4,-5,-7 


I I advised that BURGE's attorneys have indicated that 

they will file a "petition for administrative review" in the Cook 
County Circuit of Appeals. He added that thi s is the first step 
in the sometimes long appeals process .I Ist ate d that CPp 

Superintendent MATT RODRIGUEZ reduced i I and l I ranks 

from detectives to patrol officers. However, the FRATERNAL ORDER 
OF POLICE plans to file a grievance to oppose the demotions. 


2 * 
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Police Board fires Burge for brutality 


By Sharman Stein 

Acting on one of the most 
divisive, long-lasting and heated 
controversies in the history of the 
Chicago Police Department, the 
Police Board voted Wednesday to 
dismiss Cmdr. Jon Burge on 
charges that he tortured convicted 
cop-killer Andrew Wilson 11 years 
ago. 

The board, which had con¬ 
sidered the case for 15 months, 
voted at the same time to reinstate 
Detectives John Yucaitis and Pat¬ 
rick O’Hara as of Friday. 

Burge’s attorney said the case 


Wilson, and O’Hara with knowing 
about the mistreatment but doing 
nothing to stop it. 

Wilson and his brother, Jackie, 
were convicted of killing Police 
Officers William Fahey and Rich¬ 
ard O’Brien on Feb. 9, 1982. 

Burge is the highest-ranking Chi¬ 
cago police officer dismissed in 
nearly 20 years. The implications 
of the case grew more controver¬ 
sial during the past year when Los 
Angeles erupted into riots after the 
police officers charged with 
beating Rodney King were ac¬ 
quitted. 


law offices. 

The most convincing fact in the 
case, Maule said, were the burn 
marks on Wilson’s thigh, cor-- 
roborating his testimony that 
Burge had handcuffed him against 
a radiator. 

The board also found convinc¬ 
ing, Maule said, testimony from 
two other criminal suspects who 
testified that Burge also tortured 
them while they were in custody. 

The board recommended in its 
See Burge, pg. 18 


will be appealed. “We found that the [police] de- 

Yucaitis, O’Hara and Burge partment proved by a prepon- 
were all suspended without pay in derance of evidence that Cmdr. 
November 1991 after an internal Burge did physically abuse Andrew 
investigation by the police office Wilson,” said Albert Maule, presi- 
of professional standards charged dent of the Police Board, during a 
Burge and Yucaitis with torturing news con^ mce in his downtown 


1 


19-i:¥-4048CFBI)-8 





Burge 

Continued from page 1 

opinion that the Police Depart¬ 
ment and the Cook County state’s 
attorney’s office use videotapes to 
record confessions ‘‘at least in 
high-profile cases” to provide ad¬ 
ditional information and to “pro¬ 
tect its own personnel from er¬ 
roneous allegations of coerced 
confessions,” 

Maule emphasized, however, 
that the board’s findings, made 
after three months of delibera¬ 
tions, were based on the Wilson 
case alone. He said the decision 
was based on the voluminous evi¬ 
dence, records and testimony and 
not “from out of the streets or 
TV.” 

“Andrew Wilson we recognize to 
be a convicted felon, convicted 
twice for the murder of two police 
officers,” Maule said. “We combed 
the records for independent evi¬ 
dence to corroborate his story be¬ 
cause he does have such a criminal 
record. If the case were resting 
solely on the testimony of Andrew 
Wilson, it is doubtful we would 
have reached this resolution. 

“We did not make findings on 
any other cases. This is not an in¬ 
dictment of the entire Police De¬ 
partment.” 

Board member Russ Ewert, a 
businessman, cast the only vote 
against dismissing Burge. Ewert 
declined to elaborate on his 
reasoning, saying, “I didn’t believe 
the evidence presented was 
enough.” 

John Dineen, president of the 
Fraternal Order of Police, articu¬ 
lated a sentiment widespread 
among police officers and their 
supporters who believed from the 
beginning of the hearings that the 
city intended to sacrifice the offi¬ 
cers to a public climate hostile 
toward police officers, especially 
those involved in racially charged 
controversies. 

The three officers charged with 
brutality are all white, as were the 
two officers who were killed. The 
Wilson brothers are black. 

“It is a travesty of justice,” 
Dineen said. “They were thrown 
to the wolves to appease the pub¬ 
lic. It sends the wrong message to 
police officers; the message is you 
become a political football if you 
do your job.” 

“Our reaction is one of disap¬ 
pointment; we do not think that a 
case was proved on any of them,” 
said Joseph Roddy, one of the at¬ 
torneys representing the officers. 


“We will definitely appeal the 
findings,” Roddy said. That appeal 
will be filed to the Cook County 
Circuit Court within the next 35 
days, Roddy said. 

“This is a case where two Crimi¬ 
nal Court juries did not believe 
the Wilson brothers [during their 
murder trials]. Two civil juries in 
the federal courts did not believe 
the Wilsons when they sued. Now 
we have the Police Board, who 
does not see or hear the witnesses, 
decide the case on the basis of a 
transcript,” Roddy said. “The 
whole thing is a political circus. 
Sometimes the loudest voices in 
the community prevail over reason 
and sense.” 

Flint Taylor, the attorney who 
represented Wilson in his two un¬ 
successful federal lawsuits against 
Burge, said justice had finally been 
done. 

“The person in charge of the 
systematic torture and abuse in 
the Police Department has been 
fired,” Taylor said. 

He said that a report issued in 
1991 by two investigators for the 
office of professional standards 
cited other instances of abuse in 
the police ranks. 

“We think this is a start, but we 
think they should clean house of 
the others and implement the OPS 
report. We do not feel this is the 
end of the matter,” Taylor said. 

Daniel Reidy, the attorney rep¬ 
resenting the city in its efforts to 
dismiss the officers, said he be¬ 
lieved that the physical evidence 
corroborating Wilson’s testimony 
was “very significant in making it 
clear he was abused. ... In the ab¬ 
stract, it would have been hard to 
believe Wilson’s testimony.” 

“We are very pleased about 





Burge and commend the Police 
Board for such an unprecedented 
decision,” said Mary Powers, who 
heads Citizen’s Alert, a group that 
works against police abuse. “It is 
the first time in 20 years anyone 
of this rank has been dismissed.” 

The Police Board, which is made 
up of nine civilians appointed by 
the mayor, began conducting its 
hearings into the dismissal charges 
in February 1992, after the OPS 
recommended that the three offi¬ 
cers be dismissed. Then-Police 
Supt. LeRoy Martin agreed. 

The hearings lasted for five 
weeks. The board members, who 
did not attend the hearings, based 
their decision on some 4,000 
pages of testimony, in addition to 
thousands of pages of testimony 
from previous court proceedings, 
including the initial criminal triSs 
against Wilson for the murders of 
Fahey and O’Brien. 

The charges against the officers 
had remained unproved after a 
federal civil trial stemming from* 
Wilson’s brutality lawsuit. The of¬ 
ficers have never faced criminal 
charges. 

The first federal trial in 1989 
ended with a hung jury. In a sec¬ 
ond trial, the jury found that 
Burge did not participate in Wil¬ 
son’s mistreatment or permit his 
officers to conduct torture, but 
raised questions about the circum¬ 
stances of the case. 

Wilson said that Burge and the 
other officers tortured and bru¬ 
talized him during his 17 hours in 
police custody in the old Brighton 
Park Area detective headquarters 
on the South Side, including 
giving him electrical shocks to his 
head and genitals, while he was 
being questioned about the slay¬ 


ings. 

He said first Yucaitis and later 
Burge shocked him by attaching 
clips to his nose and an ear and 
cranking a “black box” to'produce 
an electrical current. Wilson said 
Burge attached the clips to his 
ears, but that when Wilson nudged 
off the clips, Burge stretched him 
across the radiator in the investi¬ 
gation room, handcuffed him in 
place and reattached the clamps to 
his little fingers. 

In addition to being shocked, 
Wilson said Burge and others 
choked him with a plastic garbage 
bag held around his neck and beat 
him. 

Wilson, then 29, was driving in 
a car with his brother near 81st 
and Morgan Streets when he was 
pulled over by Fahey and O’Brien. 
In a statement Wilson made to 
police, which was later disqualified 
on the grounds it was coerced, 
Wilson said he grabbed Fahey’s 
gun and shot him once in the 
head before shooting O’Brien and 
then shot O’Brien four more times 
after he fell to the ground. 

The brothers were convicted in 
the killings and are serving life 
terms in prison without possibility 
of parole. Andrew Wilson’s appeal 
of his second murder convicri^ is 
still pending in the Illinois Apel¬ 
late Court. 

Burge, 44, joined the police 
force 23 years ago, in March 1970. 
He is a decorated Vietnam War 
veteran who was promoted by 
Martin from lieutenant Jo an area 
detective commander during the 
years that elapsed between Wil¬ 
son’s original charges of torture 
and Burge’s suspension in 1991. 

Tribune reporter WiUiam Reck- 
tenwaid contributed to this article. 
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Guilty of Abusing 
’82 Murder Suspect 

By Charles Nicodemus 

Staff Writer 

The Chicago Police Board on.Wednesday 
found Cmdr. Jon Burge guilty of **physical- 
ly abusing*' an accused cop killer 11 years 
ago and ordered the controversial officer 
fired from the police force. 

Concluding the most celebrated police 
brutality case in Chicago's recent history, 
the eight-member board also voted to sus¬ 
pend for 15 months two of Burge’s detec¬ 
tives, John Yucaitis and Patrick O’Hara. 

Police Board Chairman Albert Maule 
said the board concluded that the 'two 
veteran detectives knew about Burge’s Feb. 
14, 1982, torture of career criminal Andrew 
Wilson but failed to stop it. report it or get 
Wilson medical attention. The board found 
Yucaitis not guilty of abusing Wilson. 

Since the suspensions date back to Nov. 
13, 1991, when the department’s Office of 
Professional Standards brought charges, 
Yucaitis and O’Hara will be eligible to 
return to duty tomorrow. 


Wilson, who was twice convicted of mur¬ 
dering Chicago police officers William Fa¬ 
hey and Richard O’Brien during a routine 
traffic stop in 1982, testified at the six-week 
Police . Board hearing last year that he had 
been tortured to force his confession. 

He said he was abused with electrical 
shocks from a “black box,” burned by being 
pressed against a radiator, suffocated and 
threatened with a pistol. 

Maule said the board took a final vote 
Wednesday during a closed^door session. He 
stressed that the board reached its decisions 
by “a preponderance of evidence,” as board 
procedures require. Jurors in a criminal case 
must meet the higher standard of being 
convinced “beyond a reasonable doubt.” 

Pplice Supt. Matt L. Rodriguez said in a 
telephone interview: “There are no winners 
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in something like this. We will learn from 
this, and we will be a better police depart¬ 
ment. All we can do is make certain this 
doesn’t happen again.” 

Burge, contacted late Wednesday, had no 
comment. He has denied interrogating Wil¬ 
son. Mayor Daley said in a statement he 
supported the decision and added: ‘^We 
don’t condone brutality of any kind.” 

Maule and other board members said 
they “felt no pressure” to sustain the Police 
Department charges against Burge and the 
two detectives. Wilson’s claims had stirred 
public demonstrations at police headquar¬ 
ters and City Hall and had brought criti¬ 
cism of the Police Department from 
Amnesty International. 


Maule told a press conference late 
Wednesday that the board would not have 
upheld the mistreatment charges “based on 
Andrew Wilson’s testimony alone.” But he 
said the board also* was convinced by: 

• The severe burns that were found on 
Wilson’s thigh, which Wilson said he suf¬ 
fered when he was spread-eagled across a 
radiator at Area 2 headquarters. 

• Testimony from convicts Melvin Jones 
and Shadeed Mu’mim that they also had 
been abused while being interrogated by 
Burge in connection with other crimes. 

Police Board member Russ Ewert voted 
against dismissing Burge but would not 
explain his vote. 

Contributing: Jim Casey 
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Cops In Brutality Case 
Lose Detective Rank 










- By Charles Nicodemus 

staff Writer 

Two veteran detectives who served 
15-month suspensions in the Andrew 
Wilson police brutality case will take 
another ‘‘hit” when they return to 
work today: They’ve been busted to 
patrol officers. 

Police spokesman Willitm P. Davis 
said Detectives John Yucaitis, 50, and 
Patrick O’Hara, 53, are being reduced . 
to “their career rank” by Supt Matt 
Rodriguez. 

For O’Hara, who has 30 years of 
service, it will mean a cut in pay from 
about $50,50() to $48,000. For Yucaitis, 
a policeman for 28 years, the cut is 
from about $49,000 to $46,700. 

John-Dineen, president of the Fra¬ 


ternal Order of Police, said a grievance 
will be filed opposing the demotions. 

The Police Board ruled Wednesday 
that both had been aware that Cmdr. 
Jon Burge had “physically abused” 
suspected cop killer Wilson during 
questioning in February, 1982, but 
had failed to report it or seek medical 
help for Wilson. 

Burge, who was fired Wednesday by 
the Police Board, will file a “petition 
for administrative review” in Circuit 
Court within 36 days, the first step in 
appealing his dismissal, according to 
his attorney, Joseph Roddy. 

Burge, 45, who had 21 years of 
service, will be eligible for his pension, 
at age 50, police pension sources said. 

In a phone call from the Pontiac 
Correctional Center, where he is serv¬ 
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ing a life sentence for murdering Chi¬ 
cago police officers William Fahey and 
Richard O’Brien, Wilson told one of 
his former lawyers, Jeffrey Haas: 

“I'm very pleased that Burge was 
fired and received justice for torturing 
me. Fm upset Yucaitis” and another 
officer—not O’Hara—he accused of 
brutality “are not being fired.” Wilson 
had no comment on O’Hara, whom he 
'never accused of mistreating him. 

Rodriguez said Thursday he was 
“ashamed” of any incident of brutality 
by his officers but that the Chicago 
Police Department remains “the best 
in the country.” Mayor Daley .said the 
Police Board action sends the message 
that police “can't mistreat the public” 
and that the system for punishing 
brutality “does work.'’ 
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>FEa 9,1982: Patrdf 
■ QfficiSrs Fiihey 

t (leftj^and Rfehard^^^ 
O'Brien We shot 10 
death bn the South : 
iiSIde. ArtWew Wilson Cl 
and hlsi; brother; Jackl^^^ 
: later ar#:arrested;signl 
: Gpnifessibns;Wkt 
Goiwlct^ despite • 
A^drewWilso^'s■ 

; contiBOtfon he was 
t6rtured> 



1983: Police 
Department's 
Office of 
Professional 
Standards 
fails to 
sustain a 
brutality 
complaint in 
the case 
against 
Cmdr. Jon 
Burge and 
two of his 
detectives. 

J 


AUGV8,1989: 

Surge and two otj^r; 
vbfficers are ciiaaired 
by a federal ibiy of 
civil charges they 
tortured Andrew 
iiWIIson (pictored); 
iiButjury saysLcity : 
has an;uriwrttten 
policy of usftig 
excessive force 
iagWnst suspected: : 
cop kilters. 











NOVEMBER, 1990: 
Police Internal 
investigation into 
police torture 
completed, finds 
evidence of "-syste¬ 
matic" abuse. 

DECEMBER, 
1990: Amnesty 
International 
calls for 
investigation of 
Chicago police 
torture charges. 


Novi 8;l9^i^?rhb:: 

Police Deparbneht 
headed by Supt., 
LeRoy Martiri, ■ 
suspends Burge : 
without pay, along 
with recommer)- 
datlbhbytheOffi^^^^^^ 
of PrbfesslormI : 
StarKiards mat he i 
be fired if charges : 
are upheld...-: 



NOV. 25, 

1991: Police 
Board 
hearing 
begins, 
ending in late 
March, 1992. 

FEB. 10, 
1993: Burge 
is fired, and 
the two 
other 

officers are 
suspended. 
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Mayor: Burge ruling 
could stop brutality 


byChintaStrausberg 

Mayor Richard M. Daley and 
Police Supt, Matt Rodriquez 
Thursday said the firing of Com¬ 
mander Jon Burge, accused of us¬ 
ing torture to elicit confessions, 
will send a message to stop police 
brutality. 

Among other allegationSj Burge 
is accused of using an electrical 
“black box’’ to shock suspects. 

Interviewed at the Harold 
Washington Library during the se¬ 
cond day of his educational sum¬ 
mit, Daley, who has been under 
fire from Black and white activists 
who had accused the mayor of try¬ 
ing to protect Burge, said, “No one 
should use any ty^ of physic^ 
abuse against any citizen.in the ci¬ 
ty, in the state and the nation....” 

He praised the board for naaking 
a “thorough review...and fend^- 
ing a decision that was necessary 
under the circumstances.” 

Board President Albert Maule 
made it clear. “These are just 
three policemen out of more than 
12,000 on the force and it is not an 
indictment of the entire police 
force,” Maule said. 

Most officers are hard working 
and do their jobs.” 

However, Aid. Robert Shaw (9) 
said the decision “did not go far 
enough.” He wants criminal 
charges to be filed against Burge, 
which according to the police 
board’s 60-page ruling, found him 
guilty of striking and/or kicking or 
“otherwise physically” abusing or 
maltreating murder suspect An¬ 
drew Wilson and causing the pris¬ 
oner injury. 

During a taped WMAQ radio talk 
show scheduled to air Sunday at 9 
p.m., Rodriquez told reporters his 
department has lived through 
worse scandals and that his 
department’s “tattered image is 
not as tattered as it might seem.” 

. Allegations of police brutality, 
Rodi4qu^_sjaid, produce “no^wn- 


ners...” He added, “We have a 
good department. We don’t have a 
department of torturers.” 

During a WBBM radio taping 
which will air Sunday at 9:30 a.m., 
Aid, Edward M. Burke (14), a 
former policeman, said the ruling 
“is not good for morale (because) 
there are many good cops....They 
gotabaddeal....” 

Maule said the climate surroun¬ 
ding the arrest of Wilson was a 
tense one. He said the shooting 
deaths oT the two officers “were 
the third and fourth murders of 
law enforcement officers in the ci¬ 
ty within a two-week penod.,.all in 
Area 2...resulting in enormous 
amount of tension...to capture the 
assailants.” 

He was referring to Feb. 14,1982, 
when accused cop killer Wilson 
claimed he was tortured by Area 2 
police. Burge was commander of 
detectives at the time. 

On Feb. 9,1982, officers William 
Fahey and Richard O’Brien stop¬ 
ped Wilson’s brown Chevrolet at 2 
p.m. in the 8100 block of South 
Morgan Avenue. 

Wilson shot both officers then 
took their revolvers and sped off. 
Burge, who was in charge of the 
Area 2 Violent Crimes unit, took 
charge of the investigation. Wilson 
was arrested Feb. 14, 1982. CJhargr 
ing police brutality, Wilson filed a 
civil lawsuit against the city, the 
police department and three 
detectives alleging that one officer 
used the “black box,” an electrical 
shock torture device, on him. 

His charges cau^t the eye of 
Amnesty International, which 
blasted the City of Chicago for not 
holding hearings and addressing 
the problem. 

The group called on the Illinois 
attorney general to probe the 
charges after the “inadequate” 
investigation by the Office of Pro¬ 
fessional Standards and held sev¬ 
eral City Hall press conferences 

24 ' 


(Indicate page, name of Page 3 
newspaper, city and state.) 

Chicago Defender 
Chicago, Illinois 
February 13,1993 
S!L- Vol. LXXXVII,No.l99 


-ntie- Msyor: Burge Ruling 
Could Stop Brutality 


Character: 

or 

Classification: 
Submitting Office: 


Chicago 


j Indexing: 

Burge ruling 

(BURGE, from page 3) 
denouncing the treatment of pris¬ 
oners and allied forced confes¬ 
sions. 

Finance (Chairman Aid. Edward 
M. Burke (14) held a hearing on 
Christmas Eve in 1990 but was 
criticized for selecting a day when 
many aldemen were on vacation. 

Rodriquez said to ijgnore the 
ramifications of the board’s deci¬ 
sion would be tantamount to 
“hiding your head in the sand” and 
said the mistakes of the past will 
help make his department better. 

He has appointed a- committee 
headed by Assistant Deputy Supt 
Ray Risley of the Internal Affairs 
Division to look into officers 
displaying behavioral problems. 

He was referring to the 7-1 vote 
from, the Chicago Police Board 
Wednesday night to fire Burge and 
to suspend two of his detectiyes, 
John Yucaitis and Patrick O’Hara, 
for 15 months. 

The dissenting vote was from 
board member iRuss Ewert, 
formerly he^dof the Drexel Bank. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription 


3/25/93 


Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA)| 
advised that he is more incline to recommend a declination of 
prosecution in regards to the JON G. BURGE civil rights case. 
However, h e will discuss the results of this meeting with his 


-b6 -3 
_b7C -3 


supervisor,! 
prosecutive opinion. 


before he renders his final 


AUSA 


further advised that he will cheoK with 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE (DOJ) Attorney to see 

if she has anv addi tional reasons to criminally pursue the 


b6 -2,-3 
b7C -2,-3 


civil rights case of which BURGE is one of the 
Since the statute of limitation has expired and 


listed subjects 
since BURGE has been separated from the CHICAGO POLICE 
DEPARTMENT. 




Investigation on 3/23/93 


Chicago, Illinois 


File# 44A-CG~78234 


by SA 


jmc 


Date dictated 3 /23 /93 


b6 -1 
b7C -1 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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PRECEDENCE: 
EH Immediate 
EH Priority 
[H Routine 


CLASSIFICATION: 

□ TOP SECRET 

□ SECRET 

□ -C OIOTPENTIAL 

□ UNCLAS E F T 0 

□ UNCLAS 


Date 4/27/93 


TO 


FROM 


DIRECTOR, FBI (44A-CG-78234) 

(ATTN: CIVIL RIGHTS UNIT) 

SAC, CHICAGO (44A-CG-78234) (SQ.12) 


SUBJECT 


; UNSUB(S); 

COMMANDER JON G. BURGE, 
CHICAGO POLICE OFFICER, 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 


nurnTinn _tt.t TMr^TC . 


UiViL RIGHTS 


VICTIM; 


00: CHICAGO 


b6 

b7C ■ 


Re Chicago airtel to the Bureau, dated 3/30/93 


On April 16. 1993. Department of .Justice _ CDOJ ) 

J telephone number 


Attorney 

advised that he was recently assigned captioned case, 
advised that after a review of the case, he is inclined to 
close it, since the incident occurred outside the five (5) 
year statute of limit ations. However, the u nresolved 
allegations regarding [must be addressed. 


b3 -2 
b6 -2,- 
b7C -2, 


(AUSA) 


On April 23 


. 1993, Assistant United States Attorney 

__advised that he will recommend 

declining captioned case i n view of the f act that JON G. BURGE 
and two of his detectives I I andf 


were found guilty of physical abuse in another police custody 
case. Also, captioned allegation occurred outside the five 
(5) year statute of limitations. b6 -3,-4,-7 

b7C -3,-4,-7 


3 - Bureau 
(1) - Chicago 
JLS/jls 
(5) 


1 * 




SEARCHED 
SERiALizqtiZOi 


APR 2 6 1993 


FBI — •CHHCTDSCT 


m 


Approved: Transmitted _ Per 

(Number) (Time) 
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44A-CG-78234 


On April 23, 1993, DOJ Attorney b3 -2 

advised that he will recommend declining captioned case since b6 -2,-3 
e was developed to sustain the allegation that b7c -2,-3 

ivil Rights were violated within the five (5) year 
limit, nor is there substantial evidence to support the theory 
of a continuing conspiracy to violate the Civil Rights of 
other suspects while in the cu stody of Commander BURGE and/or 

the Chicago Police Department. _ further advised that he 

wil l request Chicago conduct a preliminary investigation into 
the I [matter. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription ^ ^ / 93 


Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA)|__ 

advised that approximately one month ago he submitted his 
recommendation to decline the Civil Rights case in which JON G. 
BURGE is named as one of the subjects. However , he recently 
spoke with Department Of Justice (DOJ) Attorney] 
who advised that he also has submitted his recommendation to 
close instant case, and that recommendation is presently going 
through the proper channels for closing. 


|b6 -3 
^b7C -3 


AUSA|_pdvised that since he has conferred with be -3 

DOJ, and as a matter of office policy, he will await closing b7c -3 

notification from DOJ before advising of his declination in this 
matter. 




Investigation on 5 / 17 / 9 3 


at Chicaqo, Illinois 


File# 44A-'CG-78234 


by SAl 


Date dictated 5/18/93 


b6 -1 


b7C -1 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI, It is tlie property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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BEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


> of transcription S f S f S3 


Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA) | 
advised that he has forwarded his recommendation to decline the 
JON G. BURGE civil rights case to his supervisor. Who will 
review that recommendation, and if he concurs, the case will be 
declined by the UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE. 


b6 -3 
b7C -3 


Investigation on 5/4/93 


at Chicaqo, Illinois 


File# 44A-CG-7823 4 


by SAl 


Date dictated 5 /5 / 93 
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Memorandum 


Notice of File Closing 
CIVIL RIGHTS MATTER 



Director . James P. Turner, Acting 

Federal Bureau of Investigation^„,^|^ Assistant Attorney General 

civil Rights Division 


Reference is made to your field office file captioned as on 
the attached closing form and numbered 

This matter has been closed as of the date on the attached form. 






S£ARCHED_^^ ,^n;iDEXE D^ 

SERIAlIZE pIQ^ illDC 


MAY 2 1 1993 


miCAGO 


b6 -1 
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CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION 


Notice to Close File 

18 MAY 1993 

File No. _144-23-2321_ Date 


Re: UNSUB (S); 

Commander Jon G. Burge, 

Chicago Police Officer, 

Chicago. Illinois P olice Department; 

- Victim 

CIVIL RIGHTS _ 


It is recommended that the above referenced matter be closed 
for the following reasons: 

1. Date of Incidents : 1974 - 1985 

2. Synopsis of Facts and Reasons for Closing : 


This matter involves an investigation into a series of 
police brutality/torture allegations at Chicago, Illinois Area II 
Police Station. The investigation eventually centered on Police 
-Commander Jon Burge and tw o of his command. Detectives 


and 


The allegations include charges that 


■cnese police otticers gave criminal suspects electrical shocks by 
attaching alligator clips to various parts of their bodies, then 
generating current by a hand-crank telephone box. The 
allegations also include charges that the officers utilized a 
practice known as "bagging", which is the placing of plastic bags 


« I_ 

Attorney 


To: Records Section 

Office of Legal Administration 

The above numbered file has been closed as of this date. 


Date 


Chief, Criminal Section 
FORMERLY CVR-3 FORM CL-3 


b6 -2 I 
b7C -2 


b6 -4,-7 I 
b7C -4,-7 


b6 -3 I 
b7C -3 
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and 


or typewriter covers tied over the head and around the neck of a 
ca using him to believe he would be suffocated. Burge, 
reportedly used these tactics, and others. 


b6 -4,-7 

in order to obtain confessions and other information in criminal -4,-7 
investigations. 

These allegations prompted wide-spread media coverage and 
led to an in-depth Chicago Police Department Office of 
Professional Standards investigation into the charges. This 
local investigation resulted in an 88 page Special Report 
detailing allegations of abuse against the three subjects. The 
investigation was monitored by the Criminal Section and the FBI 


in an attempt to de'^elop e vidence s upporting prosecution 


Commander Burge, Detective[ 


and Detective 




f 

on 


federal charges for ^ any incident discovered to have prosecutive 
merit and which occurred within the statute of limitations. The 
investigation was not succ essful in d eveloping ev idence of any 


b6 -4,-7 
b7C -4,-7 


anca 


alleged to have 


incidents involving Burge, 
occurred within the five year statute 'or iimirarions. The FBI did 
receive evidence relative to one incident which occurred within 
the statutory period, and which appears to have merit, but 
involving other subjects. As that matter does not involve any of 
the subjects named in this captioned investigation, it will be 
investigated further under a different DJ file number.-i/ 

This matter was originally closed by Short Form on March 15, 
1991, as it appeared that all the alleged incidents occurred 
outside the five year statute of limitations. When it appeared 
that the alleged use of torture to exact confessions was not a 
one time incident, but may have been part of a pattern of 
behavior on the thr^e officers' part, this matter was re-opened 
in order to determine whether any incident could be found which 
occurred within therstatute of limitations. No such incident was 
discovered. This matter lacks prosecutive merit, as the 
investigation has not developed evidence regarding any federal 
offenses against the subjects in this matter which occurred 
within the statute of limitai^ ionfi^_with -rgga-rd to Commander 


Burge, and Detectives^ 


anc 


the internal 


investigations "sustained" the allegations against all three 
relative to their use of torture to obtain a confession of one 

t tfas suspected at the 

time of having l | After the internal 


b6 -2,-4,-7 
b7C -2,-4,-7 


^ _That allegationl;involves 

the alleged use of 


1 

1 

1 1 This matter reiDortedlv 

occurred on 




b3 -2 
b6 -2 
b7C -2 
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3 




investigation. Commande r Burge, a ^3 year ve teran, was fired from 


his job, and Detectivesf 

_ _—ij_ ^ _ _ L 


_^nd 




were suspended from 


the police force for fifteen months, ana were demoted to the rank 
of police patrolman. As there is no evidence of federal criminal 
civil rights violations having been committed by these officers 
within the statute of limitations, this matter should be closed. 


b6 -4,-7 
b7C -4,-7 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription 


6/21/93 


I Assistant United States Attorney 

(AUSA) , UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE (USAO) , Northern District 
of Illinois, advis ed that in February . 1991, USAO declined 
prosecution in thefIcivil rights case because 
the alleged violation occurred outside the five (5) year Statute 
of Limitations. The case was re-opened by the Department of 
Justice fP OJ^ in Apr il. 1991. In May, 1993, the DOJ closed the 
case. AUSA | [ advised that since it was the DOJ who re¬ 

opened the case, it is not nec essary to obtain a prosecutive 
opinion from his office. AUSA | further advised that he 

will forward a Memorandum of Understanding from his supervisor, 
regarding this matter. 


5i)Z. 

0eCC. 


Investigation on 6/18/93 _ ^at ChicaCfO , Illinois _ File # 44A-CG-78234 


by SA 


(J1 f Date dictated 





6/18/93 


b6 

b7C 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 


it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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Memorandum 



yt 





To 

From 


SAC,. CHICAGO (44A-CG-78234) (SQ. 12) 
SAC, SPRINGFIELD (44A-CG-78234) (RUC) 


Subject 


Commander JOHN BURGE, 

CHICAGO, ILLINq iS POLICE DEPARTMENT; 

VICTIM 


"CR" 

00 : 


CG 


’3 RUC 

File Destruction Program 


b6 -2 
b7C -2 


Enclosed , 






These items are forwarded your office since: 

“£^11 logical investigation completed in this Division 
fT^You were 00 at the timeour case was RUC’d. 
Enclosures are described as follows: 


One(l) IA€)(hibtf coni-amin^ an onQinal document* 


I 


Enc. I 







SEARCHED. 

SERIALIZEI 


.INDEXED_ 


JUN 2 g 1§§3 


FBI r- CHICAGO 



NOTE: DO NOT BLOCK STAMP ORIGINAL ENCLOSURES. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription S J 2.S f S3 


Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA)|_ 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE (USAO), Northern District of 
Illinois, provided a copy of an USAO Memorandum dated June 22, 
1993, which states that since it was the Department of Justice 
who re-opened and closed the JON BURGE Civil Rights case on May 
18, 1993. His office will also consider the case closed. 

A copy of instant memorandum is attached and made a 
part hereto. 


Ut>AO 


Investigation on 6/25/93 


at Chicago, Illinois 


44A-CG-78234 


by SAI 


Date dictated 6 /28 /93 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and it^ contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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Memorandum 



Subject 

Jon Burge 

USAO No. 91,11734 

Date 

June 22, 1993 

To S 

From 


S/A ^ 


1 b6 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Assistant U.S. 

Attorney 


As you know, the Civil Rights Division of the United States 
Department of Justice opened an investigation into allegations of 
police brutality by former Chicago Police Commander Jon Burge and 
certain detectives under his command. On May 18, 1993, the Civil 
Rights Division declined this matter. See attached Notice to Close 
File No. 144-23-2321. Since the Civil Rights Division has declined 
this matter, it is now closed. 
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Page 

67 ~ 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2,-4,-7; 

b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

68 ~ 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2,-4,-7; 

b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

69 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2,-4,-6,- 

7; b7C - 2,-4,- 

Page 

70 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2,-6; b7C 

- 2,-6; 

Page 

71 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

72 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

73 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2,-6; b7C 

- 2,-6; 

Page 

74 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7B - 

2; 

Page 

75 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

76 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

77 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

78 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

79 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

80 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

81 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

82 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

83 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

84 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

85 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

86 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

87 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

88 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

89 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2; b7C - 

2; 

Page 

90 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2,-4; b7C 

1 

CM 

1 

Page 

91 ~ 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

4; b7C - 

4; 

Page 

92 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

4,-7; b7C 

1 

1 

Page 

93 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

4; b7C - 

4; 

Page 

94 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

4,-7; b7C 

1 

1 

Page 

95 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

4,-7; b7C 

- 4,-7; 

Page 

96 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

4,-7; b7C 

1 

1 

Page 

97 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

4; b7C - 

4; 

Page 

98 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

4,-7; b7C 

1 

1 

Page 

99 - 

b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

4; b7C - 

4; 

Page 

100 

- b3 

- 1 

; b6 

1 

1 

1 

b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

101 

- b3 

- 1 

; b6 

- 4,-7; b7C - 4,-7; 

Page 

102 

- b3 

- 1 

; b6 

- 4,-7; b7C - 4,-7; 

Page 

103 

- b3 

- 1 

; b6 

1 

1 

1 

b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

104 

- b3 

- 1 

; b6 

1 

1 

1 

b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

105 

- b3 

- 1 

; b6 

1 

1 

1 

b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

106 

- b3 

- 1 

; b6 

- 4,-7; b7C - 4,-7; 

Page 

107 

- b3 

- 1 

; b6 

- 4,-7; b7C - 4,-7; 

Page 

108 

- b3 

- 1 

; b6 

1 

1 

1 

b7C - 2,-4,-7; 






Page 

109 


b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

4,-7; b7C - 4,-7; 

Page 

110 


b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-6,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-6,-7; 

Page 

111 


b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

112 


b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

113 


b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

4,-7; b7C - 4,-7; 

Page 

114 


b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

4,-7; b7C - 4,-7; 

Page 

115 

- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

116 

- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

117 


b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

2,-4; b7C - 2,-4; 

Page 

118 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

4; b7C - 4; 

Page 

119 

- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

4; b7C - 4; 

Page 

120 

-- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

121 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4; b7C - 2,-4; 

Page 

122 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4; b7C - 2,-4; 

Page 

123 

- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

124 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

4,-7; b7C - 4,-7; 

Page 

125 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

4,-7; b7C - 4,-7; 

Page 

126 

- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

4,-7; b7C - 4,-7; 

Page 

127 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

128 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

129 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

4,-7; b7C - 4,-7; 

Page 

130 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-6,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-6,-7; 

Page 

131 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

132 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

133 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

4,-7; b7C - 4,-7; 

Page 

134 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

4; b7C - 4; 

Page 

135 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4; b7C - 2,-4; 

Page 

136 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

4; b7C - 4; 

Page 

137 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4; b7C - 2,-4; 

Page 

138 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

139 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4; b7C - 2,-4; 

Page 

140 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-7; b7C - 2,-7; 

Page 

141 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

142 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

143 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2; b7C - 2; 

Page 

144 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-7; b7C - 2,-7; 

Page 

145 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2; b7C - 2; 

Page 

146 

- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2; b7C - 2; 

Page 

147 

-- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-7; b7C - 2,-7; 

Page 

148 

-- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2; b7C - 2; 

Page 

149 


b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2; b7C - 2; 

Page 

150 

- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

151 

- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

152 

- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

153 

- 

b3 

- 

1 ; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-6,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-6,-7; 

Page 

154 

- 

b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-6,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-6,-7; 

Page 

155 

- 

b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-6,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-6,-7; 

Page 

156 

- 

b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

157 

- 

b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

2,-4; b7C - 2,-4; 

Page 

158 

- 

Duplicate; 



Page 

159 

- 

b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; b7D - 

Page 

160 

- 

b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

2,-4; b7C - 2,-4; 

Page 

161 


b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

4; b7C - 4; 

Page 

162 


b3 

- 

1; 

b6 

- 

2,-4,-6,-7; b7C - 2,-4,-6,-7; 




Page 

163 - b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2,-4, 

-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

164 - b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2,-4, 

-7; b7C - 2,-4,-7; 

Page 

165 - b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2,-4; 

b7C - 2,-4; 

Page 

166 - b3 - 

1; 

b6 - 

2,-6; 

b7C - 2,-6; 


xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
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^nttcb States district Court 



YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear and testify before the Grand Jury of the United States District 
Court at the place, date, and time specified below. 


I 



YOU ARE ALSO COMMANDED to bring with you the following document(s) or object(^* 


/ 

(j 



□ Please see additional information on reverse 


This subpoena shall remain in effect until you are granted leave to depart by the court or by an officer acting on 
behalf of the court. 



*lf not applicable, enter ‘none.” 


To be used in lieu of AOl 10 


19-cv-4048(FBI)-844 


FORM OBD-227 
JAN. 86 







CITY OF CHICAGO 
INTEROFFICE 
COMMUNICATION 


REPLY 

REQlJll^ 

YES 


ACTION 

REQUIRED 

YES I NO 


ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEY 
DEARBORN 1500 

CHICAGO ILLINOIS _ 

GRAND JURY ROOM 1625 
219 S* DEARBORN, CHICAGO IL* 


DATE: 


SUBJECT: 


14 JUNE 1991 


b3 -1 
b6 -3 
b7C -• 


REFERENCE: 


b3 -1 

■b6 -4,-5““ 
b7C -4,-5 


THE ATTACHED 
OFFICE^ AS REQUESTED 


ARE BEING FORWARDED TO YOUR 


SIGNATURE 




19-cv-4048(FBI)-845 

DATE OF REPLY: 

SIGNATURE: 



EXTRA COPIES: WHEN THE SAME COMMUNICATION IS TO BE DIRECTED TO TWO OR THREE 
ADDRESSES. PLACE ONE OR TWO "X** FORM SETS AT THE BACK OF THIS SET WHEN TYPING. 





















